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Art. I.— on TAXATION OP PERMANENT AND 
PRECARIOUS INCOMES. 

THE question whether all income^ from whatever source 
derived, and whatever be its probable permanence, should 
be equally taxed, has excited of late years much attention. 
The popular opinion, or at least the opinion expressed by the 
greater portion of the press, is in favour of the imposition of a 
higher tax in proportion to the probable duration of the 
income ; for example, that a man who has £500 a year, derived 
from real estates or funded property, should be taxed on a 
higher scale than the man who has the same income derived 
from the exercise of a profession or a trade, * these being 
liable to the casualties of life or health, the fluctuations atnd 
uncertainties attending commercial transactions, &c. The 
arguments in favour of this view are, let. The hardship atten- 
dant on obliging the man whose income is so uncertain that he 
cannot calculate on its duration for any long period, to bear 
the same burden of taxation as the man the duration of whose 
income is so assured that he can count on its continuance as 
a certainty, and could sell it in the market for a sum equiva- 
lent to its value, either as recurring in perpetuity or being 
definitely secured for a given time. It is said that in the for*- 
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2 Taxation of Permanent and Precarious incomes. 

mer case^ the recipient of the income should have an oppor- 
tunity of annually laying by for his old age, or for his family, 
a sum out of his income, without which he or they must become 
paupers at its cessation, while in the latter case this is unneoes- 
sary, the perpetuity being secured. It is said moreover, that 
as there is more expense incurred by the Government in 
permanently or for a long time protecting durable property 
than temporary earnings, more should be paid to Government 
by the owner of the former than by the recipient of the latter. 
Ability to pay on the part of the taxed^ and consideration 
rendered by the State for the payment, are the two heads 
into which, it is believed, the varied arguments in favour of this 
view will be found to range themselves, and that they are at 
first sight plausible is proved by the many who are conscien- 
tiously convinced of their soundness. That these are fallacious, 
and that a graduated taxation of income, dependent upon the 
ratio of its presumed duration, is unjust and unpolitio and 
would be ultimately injurious to the best interests of the State, 
is sought to be proved in this paper. 

In this country it is probably unnecessary to argue that 
the institution of property is a good one, and that from 
whatever source property be legally derived, whether from 
industry, the most honourable source, or from successful 
speculation, gift, devise, or any other source sanctioned by 
law, it is desirable that the ownership of it should be protected, 
and that a definite mode of transmission, whether by hereditary, 
by corporate, or by official succession, by gift, by sale, by 
will, or by any other modes, should also be protected, that the 
prevention of disturbance of the quiet possession of property 
by force or fraud should, as far as it is possible, be legally 
secured. 

Without contending that our particular institutions are the 
best that can be devised, without for instance entering on the 
question of whether the laws of primogeniture, of mortmain, 
&c., might or might not be altered or improved, extended or 
contracted, it will be assumed that it is expedient and politic to 
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protect the legal ownership of property by individuals or cor« 
porate bodies. To argue out this question would lead us too 
far from the subject^ and it has been better done by others. 
It is only^ theref ore, necessary to say that to those who adyo- 
cate communism, or doctrines favouring the taking from the 
rich to give to the poor, these pages are not addressed. 

It must be admitted that property is not capable of paying 
a tax until it is reduced into money, or until there is some 
perception of profits. Thus, if a man's property, whether in 
lands or funds, or the earnings of any profession, be equal to 
£500 a year, it is out of this £500 that he must pay the taS 
for the year. It will hardly be contended that a man is to 
mortgage his next year's income for the payment of this year's 
taxes. 

Assuming the income tax to be 5 per cent, and not to be 
graduated, the recipient of the precarious income will pay this 
year £25 on his income of £500, the holder of the permanent 
income will pay also £25, each will have received £500 in 
money, or in profits equal to £500 in money, and each will 
have taken out of that sum one twentieth to pay to the State. 

The next year the professional man, from a falling off in 
his business, will have made, say only £300, while the owner 
of the permanent income will have received £500 ; the former 
will pay £15 the latter £25. Each will still have to deduct 
one twentieth from the amount he receives. The third year 
the professional man receives £400, the holder of property 
£500; they will pay respectively £20 and £25, or one 
twentieth. In the three years, the one will have received 
£1,200 and paid £60, the other £1,500 and paid £75, and so 
oUi each paying in the exact ratio of what he receives. But 
it is said, after a certain time the professional man receives 
nothing, while tiie holder of property continues to receive his 
income. True, but then the former ceases to pay any tax 
while the latter continues to pay out of his receipts. Each 
pays and is protected in the quiet enjoyment of his profession 
or property exactly in proportion to the receipt of profits 

B 2 



4 Taxation of Permanent and Precarious Incomes, 

from that source. If the one cease to require protection he 
ceases to pay, while he who continues to require protection 
continues to pay. 

Let us now suppose that the owner of permanent property 
is taxed in a greater ratio with regard to his annual income 
than the recipient of a precarious income. Suppose them to 
be taxed respectively at 7 and 5 per cent., and, to simplify the 
figures, let each be assumed to receive the same income for ten 
years ; the former will now have paid £350, the latter £250. 
The one has paid out of his profits £100 more than the other. 
For what has he paid it — not for more permanent protection, 
for they have each had ten years' protection ; not for future 
protection for his property, because he will again have to pay 
for that in the eleventh and subsequent years. He has, there- 
fore, paid £100 for nothing. The protection has been assumed 
to be equal for equal incomes, and this, though not capable 
of accurate numerical expression, will be found to be sub- 
stantially true. The lawyer, the physician, the clergyman 
cannot practise their respective professions unless the peace be 
preserved, unless their dwelling-houses, their offices, their 
bankers' safes, their butchers' and bakers' shops, &c., be pro- 
tected from violence. The merchant must have a navy to 
protect his ships at sea, police to protect them in harbour. 
The wholesale manufacturer or dealer must have his factories 
or warehouses protected, and, in the latter case, the expense 
of protection to the Government would seem to be greater thaa 
that required for an equal value in land, and funded property 
Would seem to require still less expense in reference to its 
amount, but as the quiet enjoyment of all these sources of 
income depends upon the general good government of the 
realm, the impartial administration of justice, defence from 
foreign foes, &c., it is difficult to say that protection does not 
generally permeate the community, as water does sand, and 
adapt itself to the relative necessities of the individuals com<» 
posing the public. The village receives a smaller income than 
the town, the town than the city, each in the ratio of their 
magnitude ; and the expense of protection is correlative. 
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But it is said that the man who has permanent property is 
better able to pay taxes^ because his property can be capitalized 
and will sell for a greater price than the earnings of a trade or 
of a profession. A perpetuity, for instance, is worth, say 
thirty times the rent it produces, or thirty years' purchase, 
while the. profits of a profession or trade would not be worth 
above eight or ten times their annual income. A man having 
£500 a year in the funds, or in land, could part with it for 
£15,000, while a professional man, or a tradesman receiving 
the same income, could his respective business be transferred, 
would not realize more than £5,000. Let us apply this 
principle of capitalization to direct taxation. 

If a man sell an estate, the price is computed upon the rent 
it produces and its probable duration. Other circumstances 
affecting the value may be thrown out of consideration here. 
An estate in fee simple, or a funded property in perpetuity, is 
worth, say thirty times its annual income. Suppose the 
property to yield net £100 a year, the seller who parts 
with it gets £3,000 and loses all control over the estate ; 
he may again want the income, and if the value be properly 
calculated so that no one loses or gains by the sale, he will 
again get his £100 a year in perpetuity. Conversely, if one 
purchase an exemption, the same rule will apply. Suppose a 
man to have £100 a year to pay in perpetuity, and that he is 
anxious to relieve himself of this burden by a compensation or 
payment down of the full value, or, what amounts to the same 
thing, to pay some one else a sum in consideration of the latter 
undertaking the burden of paying the £100 a year in per- 
petuity. The former would have to pay for this, say thirty 
years' purchase, or £3,000. Having paid it he would be 
exempt for the future. It cannot be contended that it would 
be a fair bargain that he should pay the capitalized value and 
then continue to pay any part of the perpetual annuity. 

Apply this to taxes ; if, as many contend, a tax ought to be 
paid on the capitalized value of incomes, with reference to their 
duration, then the payer having paid his tax with reference to 
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future acquisitions, ought to be free from taxation in future. 
Suppose the owner of an income of £500 a year in perpetuity 
to pay taxes at the rate of 5 per cent., his capitalized tax at 
thirty years' purchase would be £25 x 30 or £750. Having 
paid this £750, he should be exempt from future taxation; for 
he has paid a tax equal to 5 per cent, per annum for ever. 

If it be asserted that it is not desired to go so far, but that 
the owner of permanent should pay something more than the 
owner of precarious income — stiU the same principle applies. 
If he pay £50 a year, instead of £25, he will have paid the 
extra £25 for a future benefit in reference to his future income, 
and yet, when his next year's income is received, he will have 
again to pay £25 for that, and £25 extra ; so that in ten years 
the recipient of permanent income will have paid £500, while 
the recipient of precarious income will have paid £250, and yet 
in the eleventh year the former gets no benefit or reidission for 
the £250 extra which he has paid, but, on the contrary, has 
still to pay his £50 ; in plain language, hd has had in the ten 
years £250 of his estate confiscated. 

Let the reader put any other cases or devise other plans by 
which permanent is assessed higher than precarious income, and 
he will find the same result, and if it be assumed that the in- 
come tax upon the precarious income is as high a deduction as 
can be borne by the subjects of a State, then the additional tax 
upon the permanent incomes would in a greater or less number 
of years, depending upon the extent of the tax, swallow up the 
whole capital of the property. Assume taxes, to be paid in 
kind, the result will be still more clear. An estate of arable 
land produces an annual average crop of, say 10,000 bushels of 
corn ; the owner has to give out of these, say 5 per cent., or 
500 bushels, but because he may expect a similar crop next 
year, he is required to pay some greater number of bushels, say 
500 more, where is he to get these ? — He cannot get them out 
of the next year's crop, because that does not exist, he must 
therefore take it out of this year's crop, and pay 1,000 bushels 
out of it, and yet next year, instead of a remission in considera- 
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tion of tbis increajsed payment^ he has again to deduct hit 
1,000 bushels when his next year's crop is harvested. 

People can only pay taxes out of receipts, not out of expeo* 
tations ; they may mortgage the latter, but it will hardly be 
contended that taxation is to be based on the principle of mort- 
gaging future interests — the taxed would thus have to borrow 
money to pay his taxes and interest on the loan, and in this 
way again his capital would, in a greater or less number of 
years, be swallowed up. 

In paying an increased rate of tax, not because the annual 
income is greater, but because it is expected to be permanent, 
income to accrue in future is necessarily taxed. If then a per* 
son has no income this year, but has a reversion the first annual 
income of which will fall due next year, he should, upon the 
same principle, pay taxes this year in respect of his future 
income, all the arguments in favour of an increased tax or per- 
manent income apply to this — the owner expectant can sell it 
in the market ; he need not save, he has a greater.certainty for 
the future, &c., he should therefore be taxed ; and if for a 
reverdon expectant next year, the same principle will apply to 
a reversion expectant in ten or twenty years time : thus a 
pauper should be obliged to pay income tax if it can be shown 
that ten or twenty years h«nce he has a reversion expectant. 
If applied to vested reversions, it should also, by the same 
argument, be applied to contingent ones, only assessing them 
upon the probability of their contingency, so that not only 
should a father pay increased income tax because his income 
is permanent, but his sons should also pay income tax because 
they have reversions expectant, either vested or contingent, 
and upon the same principle it may be extended to nephews or 
grandchildren. 

Apply this principle of taxation to property let for definite 
terms. If a man have a beneficial lease or rent for fifty years, 
he will have to pay more than the man who has the same rent 
for twenty-five years, because his income is more durable ; so 
that if the same person makes a lease of Whiteacre to A for 
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fifty years, and another lease of Blackacre to B for twenty-five 
years, and from the expiration of that lease to C for another 
twenty-five years, the rents and profits being exactly the same, 
A would have to pay a higher tax than B or C, because hia 
income, arising from the beneficial occupation, is more perma* 
nent ; so that in the same fifty years the produce of Whiteacre 
will have been subjected to a heavier tax than the produce of 
Blackacre, because the former is let to one tenant for that 
term, the other to two in succession — so that the amount of 
taxation will depend, not upon the profits out of which the 
tax is to be paid, but upon the number of times the property 
changes hands. 

It seems hardly necessary to multiply instances of the class 
given above. Another branch of argument will now be fol- 
lowed, which seems to tend inevitably to the same conclusion ; 
it is that the so-called precarious incomes are, in fact, as per* 
manent as the so-called permanent incomes. A town can 
support, say three medical men, yielding them each, say £500 
a year ; if one of them gives up practice, or dies, his business 
is either shared by the other two or falls to a new aspirant 
who succeeds to it, or is divided between him and the other 
two, and so on ; but whatever way it be viewed, the total me- 
dical business of the town is worth £1,500 a year. With the 
permanent income the holder dies, and the income passes to his 
son or his nephew, or his devizee or devizees ; where is the 
greater permanence in the one case than in the other ? Each 
pass by succession but in different channels. A bishop dies, 
his successor takes his income ; so with a parson, so with a 
curate, a judge, a barrister, &c. A trade or manufactory is 
now, in many instances, as completely hereditary as a landed 
estate ; but when not so it passes into other channels, and the 
income is permanent; but if a factory be burned and the 
owners ruined, still other rival factories benefit pro tanto, and 
the gross income derived from all the factories of that particular 
class is ceteris paribus the same. So that In professions and 
trades, as in landed or funded property, the income is perma- 
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nent^ though it changes hands in a different order. But it may 
be said trades and professions are themselves more precarious 
than land or funds ; not much soj supposing we apply ourselves 
to the average trade profits of a large community^ but if it 
does vary^ the tax^ when an equal per centage on all incomes^ 
varies with it ; in the more successful years a higher tax is 
paid^ in the less successful a lower tax. The tax follows the 
receipts pari pdssuy and the annual tax or income of the State 
follows accurately the annual returns. 

Tax must and can only^ when viewed on the large scalcj be 
paid out of receipts; the principle of mortgaging future 
expectancies to pay present taxes would inevitably confiscate 
property. 

If individual hardship be looked on as a criterion for taxation, 
as strong instances could be advanced on one view as on 
the other. Is it not hard for the reversioner expectant to pay 
taxes for what he has not or may never live to receive ? Is it 
not hard for the widow^ who has a small pittance for herself 
and f amily^ earned by the savings of her husband^ to pay an 
increased tax^ when she has not her husband to support her, 
because her income is permanent ? Is it not hard that the 
single man or woman, who by industry has realized a provision 
for old age, should have that taxed extra because it is perma- 
nent? Would not such a principle discourage economy, and 
lead people to say, let us eat and drink, for if we save we pay 
increased taxes. Cases of individual hardship are, however, a 
very fallacious guide. A man is not to pay less tax because 
he has a wooden leg ; the principle here advocated, and it is 
hoped proved, is, that if the idea of property is to be sustained, 
the only proper mode of direct taxation is to tax income in the 
exact ratio of its annual amount ; that without confiscating pro- 
perty taxes can only be paid out of receipts ; and that to say it 
is hard that the recipient of precarious income should pay an 
equal proportion of his annual income with the recipient of 
permanent income, is only, in fact, saying that it is hard that 
One man should be rich and another poor ; that one should b^ 
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clever and another stupid, that one man should suffer because 
he. or his fathers have been extravagant, and that another man 
should reap the benefit of his own, his father's, or his testator's 
industry. 

An increased ratio of income tax upon permanent incomes has 
hitherto been considered as affecting individuals, and tending 
more or less to confiscate the property from which this recuiv 
ring income arises ; but if we apply the same reasoning to the 
whole property of a country, all but those who receive incomes 
untaxed or taxed in a smaller rate, will in a greater or less 
number of years be ruined ; i. e., divested of all their perma- 
nent property, the profits of which will have been gradually- 
absorbed, and have passed through the hands of the Govern- 
ment into those of its employes. It is difficult to foretel the 
consequences of such a state of things ; it would seem, at all 
events, to conflict with' all received ideas of political economy. 
There would be little or no encouragement to care in the 
management of property ; no incentive to individual exertion 
for improving the cultivation of the earth and increasing its 
produce. None of those greatest stimula to persevering exer- 
tion, which flow from the desire to perpetuate in the hands of 
children the position acquired by talent and industry on the 
part of the parent. It would tend to generate a reckless hand- 
to-mouth sort of existence, which could hardly be expected to 
promote the best interests of the community. 

There remains one other argument to notice. It may be 
said. True, an equal per centage upon all income is fair, if 
the income tax be a permanent tax, but it is not so if it is 
applied from time to time in case of urgency. Those who 
happen then to have income, however precarious, pay the tax 
equally with the holders of permanent property, and when it is 
remitted neither pay any direct tax, bo that the former have 
paid more tax for a given time, if you include within this time 
a portion of time when there is no direct taxation. 

It is difficult to argue on any principle of taxation if the tax 
be occasional and variable. Any change, though good in 
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itself^ may be injarious as affecting existing interesta. But if 
thefe is an unfair inequality produced by the temporary impo- 
sition of an income taz^ this unfairness is due to the indirect 
and not to the direct taxation^ assuming the latter to be^ as it 
ought to be^ such as wouldj through indirect channels, affect 
pro rata the income of the consumer. Thus, suppose an income 
tax of five per cent for five years, the precarious and perma- 
nent income holders each pay for, say, £100 a year held for 
five years, i. c,, £25. The income tax is now removed, but if 
the indirect taxation is properly calculated, each will continue 
to pay in the ratio of their income. According to the manner 
in which indirect taxes are, in fact, imposed, the probability is 
that the rich pay more in proportion than the poor, the mass of 
such taxation falling on luxuries and not on prime necessities. 

To argue this point would be not to support or oppose any 
principle of direct taxation, but would be an inquiry as to how 
far any given system of indirect taxation operates unequally 
or unfairly. The principle of an income tax is not to compen- 
sate for unfairness in indirect taxation, for this should, if it 
exist, be itself amended, and in discussing the principles of 
direct taxation it must be assumed that the indirect taxation 
is fairly assessed ; if it be so, then there is no more hardship in 
a temporary than in a permanent imposition of the income tax ; 
if it be not so, the system of indirect taxation is the one at 
fault, and the one that should be amended. 

If, indeed, there were no indirect taxation, and a tax was 
paid once for all upon capitalized income^ then an unequal 
tax should be paid in direct proportion to the capital, and a tax 
upon the mere income would be unfair, unless permanent. 
As the holders of permanent incomes generally spend annually 
more in proportion than those who have precarious incomes, 
they would, of course, by paying more indirect taxes, besides 
paying income tax, pay more than their fair share. They pay 
not only on their income, but on that which they receive in 
exchange for it ; but as, if they lay by money instead of spend- 
ing it, they would have to pay again on the interest of their 
savings, the result comes out nearly the same. 
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Nothing has here been said as to the mode of levying an 
income tax^ as what has been discussed has been the principle 
and not any particular mode of securing the due payment of 
the tax^ but practically the recipient of precarious income has 
the advantage by the present mode^ and possibly by any mode 
that can be devised. As the amount of tax is based on the 
tax payer's returns^ he will take care^ as a rule^ not to make 
an over return. Very little doubt exists that in practice the 
returns are much under the mark. On the other hand the 
bolder of property has no choice ; his tax is deducted before he 
receives his income, and he cannot, even if so disposed, reduce 
bis tax. It is, however, unnecessary further to enlarge upon 
these and similar topics, as they do not affect tlie main argu* 
ment. Taxation is not the administration of charity, but a 
perception of some of the produce of a country to meet the 
expenses of its government. 



AuT. II.— QUESTIONS FOR A REFORMED 
PARLIAMENT, 

By B. T. Williams, Esq. 

Questions for a Reformed ParliamenL London : Macmillan 

and Co. 1867. 
The Amalgamated Society of Carpenters and Joiners. By 

Edwabd Spencer Beesley, Professor of History in the 

University College, London. London : Kenny, 40, Parker 

Street, Little Queen Street. 1867. 

S^taotinff Niagara; and After? By TnoHAS Carlyle, 
Chapman and HaU, 193, PicadiDy. 

THE *' great apostle of brute force ^ tells us, with his own 
peculiar eloquence, that democracy appears to be eom-> 
pleting itself — to be going '^the full length of its course 
towards the Bottomless, or into it.*^ All do not read such 
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bad omens in the signs of the times. The authors of the 
^^ Questions for a Beformed Parliament^" see in the passing of 
the Reform Act, and in the increased power of the people, 
new hope for the settlement of some of our greatest social 
difficulties, and for the general prosperity of the country. It 
is satisfactory at all events that men of education, dis- 
tmguished in our national universities, in the learned pro- 
fessions, and in literature, are taking the lead in the popular 
movement of our times. K there are dangers in the course 
upon which we, as a nation, have now entered, that danger is 
the more likely to be avoided by the people accepting as their 
leaders the learned and the thoughtful among them. It was 
with considerable interest that we opened the book which is 
first on our list. It is composed of essays on the leading 
topics of the day^ by men most of whose names are familiar 
to the intelligent reader. Three or four of them only come 
within the usual scope of this Magazine, and to these, perhaps 
the most able in the book, we now desire to draw attention. 

The essay by Mr. W. L. Newman, on the " Land Laws,'* 
is well worthy of careful study. However much we may 
develop the principles of free trade, and import the produce 
of all the countries of the world, our vast and swarming cities 
look in the main to the farmers of England to be fed. The 
rise and fall in the price of food is regulated by the character 
of our harvests and the degree of our agricultural prosperity. 
Nothing but increased home produce can fill the gap in the 
production of animal food. There is, therefore, a most inti- 
mate connection between the food supplies of the great 
cities and the culture and freedom of the land. In whatever 
degree our landed system checks the outlay of capital, or 
militates against the security of tenure, it tends to diminish 
the productions of agriculture and to raise the price of food in 
towns. The cause of the tenant-farmer is essentially the 
cause of our swarming manufacturing districts. The greater 
the facilities that he enjoys for the safe and profitable invest-* 
ment of his labour and capital, the more cheaply can the 
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workmen of the towns obtain their necessaries of life from 
him. But against the preservation of all the traditions of the 
feudal proprietors of the land the interests of the towns are 
set in direct antagonism. Those traditions have the effect of 
converting land into a monopoly^ of checking its full and free 
development, and of applying it to other purposes than that of 
supplying the people of this country with good and cheap 
food. It is really a grave question how far proprietorship in 
land ought to be fixed with a trust for the general public 
goodt It is true that the old feudal notion under which we 
have grown^ is that every man is king and master over bis 
own freehold^ and that he may do with his own as he 
please. But this country, with its teeming and hungry popu- 
lationsj cannot afford waste, cannot stand by and see thriving 
farms devastated by over-stocked game^ and cannot allow the 
uncertain tenure of the. tenant-farmer and the poverty of a 
tenant-for-life proprietor to interfere with the full develop* 
ment and culture of large tracts of some of our best land. 
The law is now fixed; but time may modify it to the extent 
of declaring that those restrictions and traditions which pro^ 
duce these results shall be declared void as being against 
public policy and the general good of the State. With regard 
to proprietorship in land at present, there are two principles 
which underlie our law and practice. One is the traditionary 
legislation of families by means of which estates are settled 
upon the father as tenant for life, with remainder to the eldest 
son as tenant in taiL The other is a part of the law of the 
land, and provides that the whole of the real estate of an 
intestate shall devolve upon his heir at law, irrespectively of 
all other claims of his children or of those that are dependent 
upon him. The general effect of the family custom of settle- 
ment is that an owner of land, by his settlement or will may 
bind up his estate so that it cannot be sold, in many cases for 
even sixty, seventy, or one hundred years after the making of 
the settlement or wilL The law of primogeniture, with regard 
to the landed property of intestates^ adheres more strictly to 
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the traditions of feudal proprietorship than does the practice 
of the feudal families. Few settlements omit to charge por- 
tions for younger children. The law, however, perpetuates 
a hardship which even the families have been obliged to recog- 
nize and modify. It will be difficult to intrude upon the 
arrangements of families and to interfere with powers of 
settlement which our countrymen cherish among their dearest 
privileges. But in our first attempts to reform the land laws 
we should begin with the abolition of that rough old feudal 
law which transfers the whole of an intestate's heritable 
property to his heir-at-law. The justice of the case would 
require that it should go equally between his next of kin. 
As long as the law holds . out a rigid principle of this kind 
we cannot expect our feudal families to abandon those habits 
of settlement which are now held by many to be contrary to 
the general well-being of the people. 

Family settlements, however, which owe their origin to 
the traditions and customs of great houses, do more to check 
the disposition of land and its full development and cultivation, 
than any law. If we look at the frame of a common mai^ 
riage settlement, we shall find the following arrangements :— 

<^ The estate,*' says Lord St. Leonards, '' is limited to the husband 
for life ; then t&e wife if she survive him, is to have a rent-^charge 
for life; and, subject to that, the estate is to go to the first and other 
sons successively in tail male, with remainders to the first and other 
sons in tail general." "It thus happens," says Mr. Cliffe Leslie, 
^Hhat before the future owner of land has come into possession, 
before he has any experience of his property or of what is best to 
do, or what he can do in regard of it, before the exigencies of the 
future or his own real position are known to him — before the 
character, number, and wants of his children are learned, or the claims 
of parental affection and duty can make themselves felt, and while 
still very much at the mercy of a predecessor desirous of posthumous 
greatness and power, he enters into an irrevocable disposition by 
wMch he parts with the rights of a proprietor over his future pro- 
perty for ever, and settles its devolution, burdened with charges. 
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upon an unborn heir, who may be the very person least fitted or 
deserving to take it." 

In process of time the owner feels that there are other 
claims upon him than those of his eldest son. He makes no 
investment upon the land, because such a course would enrich 
still more the child who is even now provided with a fortune 
greater than that which he can give to all the rest of hie 
family. 

" The owner " says Mr. Fawcetti " though possessing a large in- 
come, must be considered a poor man, because since all his property 
is settled upon his heir, he is able to make no adequate provision 
for his other children. A poor landowner has not the requisite 
capital to carry out improvements on his estate ; and even if he has 
the capital, he has every inducement not to spend it, because by so 
doing, he enriches his eldest son who will be wealthy, at the expense 
of his younger children, who will be comparatively poor." 

Family settlements therefore produce the results of checking 
the free disposition and sale of land, and also its development 
and full agricultural cultivation. Another extraneous element 
interferes with the good farming of the land. One of the 
chief reasons why proprietorship in land is sought is the 
political power which it gives. The tenant farmer holds most 
commonly no lease. A political proprietary, which holds land 
for influence, has thrown away its money if it grants security 
of tenure. The absence of the lease is in fact the pivot of the 
rural balance of power. And with a tenancy that hangs upon 
the good-will of any man, the tenant farmers would be lost 
to a due regard to all business rules if they invested their 
capital upon their farms. They mwage their business there*- 
fore in a hand-to-mouth fashion, doing no more upon their 
farms than is safe to bring them a return within a year. The 
results of our family settlements and of the tenant farmers 
having no lease, are that the land remains in the hands of a 
proprietor-tenant for life, who^ often enough, neither can nor 
does improve, and of a tenant-at-will, who has but small 
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security in doing so. Underlying these relations there is a 
wasteful net-work of game law. 

<^ There is something," says the TimeSy ^* almost ridiculous in allow- 
ing wild and wasteful animals, such as hares and rabbits, to over-run 
and devastate a district possessing high cultivation, expensively 
manured, ploughed, harrowed, and harvested with costly machinery, 
studded with fine farm buildings, and with the steam-engine render- 
ing its multifarious assistance." 

Even if the farmer receives compensation for his loss, 
the consumer receives none ; and the consumer means 
England— the whole kingdom. The present operation of our 
land laws is towards a contracting of the land market. The 
numbers of our landed proprietors are becoming fewer. Great 
estates and large farms are extending over the country, and 
are driving out of existence the old English yeoman and the 
small fanner. These are results which are to be deplored. 

We doubt much whether easy and ready remedies for the 
evils that we have pointed out will be within reasonable time 
provided by the Legislature. 

The House of Commons shrinks from the mere threshold of 
social reform. All the ability of Lord Westbury was required 
to carry a permissive Act for the registration of title, which 
has hitherto proved but little better than a nullity. Mr. Locke 
King's Real Intestacy Bill appears at long intervals on the 
horizon of Parliament, and vanishes quicker than it comes. 
Majority after majority affirms that the State ought to make a 
will for the intestate proprietor, which each individual of the 
majority would deem it an insult to be accused of making 
himself. We cannot expect the landowners or the farmers to 
give much assistance in the reform of our land-laws. We 
wish we could hope that the stolid farmer and the oppressed 
agricultural labourer were to take up their own cause. 
Farmers' trades' unions, and agricultural labourers' trades' 
unions would do good. With action, bold and resolute, 
agriculture could be deprived of its present political servility, 

VOL. XXIV.— NO. XLVII. ^ 
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and be placed on the same footing as other profit and losd 
occupations in this country. We must, however, in the main, 
look to the towns to bring about those reforms in th^ landed 
interest which are required by the times. 

From Parliament we require the abolition of our present 
rule with regard to succession to land in case of intestacy, a 
revision of the powers of settlement, and a liberal alteration in 
favour of the farmers of our destructive game laws. 

" There is one way," says Mr. Cliife Leslie, " to remedy the 
old and new evils together and at once— to purge our jurispru- 
dence, and to emancipate land from its trammels and burdens ; 
and that is, to esitinguish the force of settlements as binding and 
irrevocable instruments, save so far as a provision for a wife is 
concerned; to put family settlements, save as to a wife, on the 
same footing as wills, ipso facto^ void upon marriage and re- 
vocable by any subsequent conveyance or will ; to enact that each 
successive proprietor shall take the lands he succeeds to, free from 
any restriction on his right of proprietorship ; and further, to make 
provision that all lands left burdened with any charges shall be sold 
immediately on the death of the owner to pay off incumbrances." 

Without adopting the suggestions of this writer, we would 
venture to think that he indicates the direction that legislation 
is likely to take with reference to this subject. 

We have thus followed Mr. Newman's train of reasoning 
through his essay. Its ability and deep thought no reader can 
fail to appreciate ; and his powerful and classic diction gives 
a charm to what in some hands would probably have been to 
many a dry subject. 

The relations of capital and labour — the social movement of 
the working classes and trade unions could not be passed over 
in a book that proposed to discuss the questions which are 
likely to occupy the time of the Keformed Parliament. We 
have accordingly two long essays bearing upon these sub- 
jects ; one on " Workmen and Trade Unions," by Mr. Godfrey 
Lushington, and the other by !Mi\ J. M. Ludlow and Mr. 
Lloyd Jones, on " The Progress of the Working Classes." 
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Trade Societies are the most prominent subject of discussion 
with reference to working men at present. In 1832 their 
chief objects were to keep up wages and limit the 
influx of apprentices. Now, however, they are in addition 
general benefit societies. In Great Britain, at present, 
the number of persons who belong to these bodies may 
be stated at 400,000; the largest individual body being 
that of the ^^ Amalgamated Society of Engineers," founded 
in 1851. Last year this society numbered nearly 31,000 
members, with an income of £75,632, and a clear balance 
in hand of £115,357. The Amalgamated Society of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of which Professor Beesley has 
written an interesting account, is another instance of a suc- 
cessful and increasing trade organization. It was established 
in 1860, and by February, 1867, it had 190 branches, and 
8,191 members. This society is the best specimen of a 
trade union with which we are acquainted. Its secretary, 
Mr. Applegarth, is a gentleman of ability and honour, whose 
life is influenced by principles of an enlightened benevolence, 
and whose moderation has often been blamed by others, who 
are more ready than he is to resort to violent measures. A 
member of the Amalgamated Society of Carpenters losing his 
tools by fire, water, or theft, receives their full value. If sick, he 
receives twelve shillings a week for twenty-six weeks, and after 
that six shillings a week as long as the illness continues. He 
has also the benefit of a burial fund. If he sustains an accident 
incapacitating him permanently from following his trade, he 
receives £100 to set him up in some business. When fifty 
years old, if through failing strength he is unable to make full 
time or wages at his trade, he is entitled to a superannuation 
allowance, eight shillings a week, if he has been twenty-five 
years a member, and five shillings if twelve years. Any 
member who has been out of work more than three days, under 
circumstances satisfactory to his branch, is entitled to ten shil- 
lings a wejek, for the first twelve weeks, and to six shillings for 
twelve weeks more. He may not draw mpre than £9 l?s. 

c 2 
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in this way in any one year. There are two classes of 
members ; those who are entitled to all benefits, and those 
who are entitled to all except sick benefit. The former pays 
one shilling a week, the latter nine-pence. All pay three- 
pence a quarter to a contingent fund. It is the business of the 
secretary of every branch to know if any work is to be had in 
the neighbourhood, and to send to it members on donation. 

" Similarly," says Professor Beesley, ** the branch-secretary has to 
inform the general secretary iu London whether employment is brisk 
or slack in his district. If the Manchester secretary informs the 
general secretary that he can place a do^en carpenters in his town, 
the latter glances over his reports and writes (say) to Birmingham 
and Worcester, where work is slack, and there are consequently 
several members on donation, and desires them to send so many men 
to Manchester*" 

The only l*ule oi this society which af)plies to strikes is the 
foUowing : — 

** Any member or members leaving his or their employment under 
circumstances satisfactory to the branch or executive council, shall be 
entitled to the sum of fifteen shillings per week." 

Whenever a branch desires to resist an innovation on the 
part of the employers, or to make a demand upon them, it is 
required before taking any step whatever, to submit its case to 
the executive in London. When the men are not resisting an 
innovation, but are preferring a new claim, the executive 
requires the branch to give at least three months' notice ; for 
the society discountenances all attempts to take the employers 
by surprise. Its aim is to introduce everywhere a ^'' code of 
working rules," signed by the representatives of masters and 
men— and not to be altered without three or six months' 
notice on either side. So far, this society has done nothing to 
ciast discredit Upon the rules and principles by which it pro- 
fesses to be governed. On the contrary, many cases might be 
mentioned in which it has interfered between masters and men 
with advantage to both of them. 
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The recent disclosures of cruel outrages, and of arbitrary 
interference with individual liberty on the part of some mem- 
bers of trade unions, have induced many to come to the con- 
clusion that the societies are altogether bad, and can only exist 
for illegal purposes. But surely a candid reader would come to 
the conclusion that a society such as that of the Amalgamated 
Joiners, acting up honestly to its rules, need not exist for bad 
purposes at all, but, on the contrary, for purposes of great 
benefit, not only to the members themselves but also to the 
State. The rules provide that only those that are sober, of 
good character, and skilled in their trade shall be members at 
all. Membership in such a society promotes sobriety, industry, 
economy, and providence. The man who knows that the evil 
day is provided for, if he is careful and industrious, has strong 
inducements to lead a proper' and useful life. And besides, it 
is necessary that men who cannot individually compete with 
wealth and social power, should combine to protect, and by all 
legitimate means to enforce their own rights. The Bar is in 
its very life a trade union. Members of the Bar, it is true, 
when any of their professional rules are violated, do not punish 
the delinquent in an illegal manner ; but they do punish him, 
and often, we are bound to say, with more severity than 
mercy. We must take it, therefore, notwithstanding what we 
now hear to the contrary, that a trade union, if carefully and 
honourably keeping within the law, if acting with moderation, 
and with an honest desire to promote the well-being of its 
members, need not necessarily be an instrument of tyranny 
and of evil, but may, on the contrary, be an instrument of 
general good to the whole country. 

The law on the subject of trade unions is thus summarised 
by Mr. Godfrey Lushington : — 

" Further, I see your trade union is a means of developing trade ; 
the judges, however, consider it a restraint of trade, and if they have 
the chance, will certainly designate your union as contrary to public 
policy, and as illegal in this sense, that your rules are not enforceable 
in a court of law. Perhaps you think that this makes no matter ; 
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that you can do without the law ; but you are mistaken. If your 
treasurer embezzles your strike funds, the law will decline either to 
punish him or protect you. Your union is illegal, and therefore may 
be robbed. In the eyes of the law the trade union element poisons 
the benefit society element, and taints it with illegality, and your 
treasurer may rob you of your benefit fund, as he may of your trade 
fund, with impunity." • 

All men seem now to be agreed that some legislation with 
regard to trade unions is necessary, though they hold widely 
different opinions as to the course that such legislation ought to 
take. Trade unions are at present without the protection of 
of the law, and to visit them with further disabilities, or to 
attempt to suppress them altogether, would be unwise and 
dangerous. Trade unions must exist in this country, and the 
law is powerless to prevent their existing. No legislature and 
no government would adopt such a perilous course as to con- 
vert the four or five hundred thousand men — strong, intelli- 
gent, banded firmly together by the closest ties of self-interest 
and fellowship — who are now members of those societies, into 
determined enemies of the State. The only legislation pos- 
sible, as it appears to us, is such as would confer upon trade 
unions the privileges of possessing property, and of protecting 
themselves by the law so long as they abstained from violence, 
illegal interference with the liberties of others, intimidation, or 
any wrongful act. The new privileges thus conferred might be 
accompanied with requirements of registration, and other 
responsibilities. It is by making these societies respect the 
law, and value the protection that it holds out to them as to 
all other societies in the kingdom, that we are more likely to 
secure the best guarantee of their good conduct in the future. 
We do not know what other result than this the repoi-t of 
the Royal Commission now sitting on this subject can recom- 
mend to us. We have ourselves attended the sittings of the 
Assistant-Commissioners in the country, and we were struck 
with the unsatisfactory method enforced upon them for the 

* See Hornby v. Close, 2 L. R., Q. B. 
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ascertaining of the truth with regard to the conduct of the 
unionists. It is altogether wrong to aflSrm that trades' unions 
are upon their trial before these gentlemen. Their side of the 
question is scarcely heard at aD. Counsel are not permitted the 
privilege of direct cross-examination in their interest. The As- 
sistant-Commissioners themselves^ gentlemen of honour and 
ability, do the best they can ; but they have had no experience 
of the internal workings of the trade union, and they hear 
much of what they do not understand, or upon which -they 
place a wrong interpretation. We regret that the societies 
were not permitted to appear before them by a certain number 
of counsel, empowered to cross-examine and to call witnesses 
in reply, or in explanation. But whatever the Beport of the 
Royal Commission may be, we are convinced that the legis- 
lation which is to follow it, cannot in safety or in justice be 
other than such as by conferring new privileges upon trades' 
unions, would lead them to respect and obey that law by 
which they were themselves protected. 

Mr. J. B. Kinnear in his able paper on " Law Reform ' 
advocates the codification of our law, '.[the establishment 
throughout the country of public prosecutors, the fusion of 
law and equity, and other reforms in our jurisprudence and 
administration to which attention has frequently been directed 
in the Law Magazine. "We think that he is rather too hard 
upon the profession when he says that its members are the 
chief obstruction in the way of Law Reform. 

" The cause of this scandalous position " he remarks, ** lies in the 
fact that no considerable part of the representatives of the nation 
have yet thought it worth remedy and it has therefore, been left 
very much in the hands of lawyers themselves. Now, there are 
inherent peculiarities in that profession which make it impossible 
that any rapid improvement of the law should come from within. 
Beyond all others it worships success ; and the barrister who gets 
business is influential, the barrister who has no business is powerless. 
But success does not always come from real ability and public spirit. 
Success is often due to the possession of qualities or connexions that 
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liave no tendency to create or strengthen a desire to promote a reform 
of the hiw. And in all cases when bosiness does come, it is so 
engrossing as to leave scarcely the leisure to consider, far less to 
originate schemes of improTcment. MoreoTcr the minds are yeiy 
rare that see the need for improTement in arrangements under which 
thej personally thriTC. And rarest of all is the disposition to undergo 
a labour which seems inYidions and which far from bringing gain to 
the reformer, will' only impose upon him the difficult task of unlearn- 
ing the lore of a life-time and banning at the same point as the 
youthful student. Some few such minds hare been in the past, and 
some tiiere are in the present generation and to none can higher 
honour be due. But they are too scarce to make much advance 
against the dead inertia of disinclination which the mass of the 
profession opposes to their effiurts." 

We close with regret this able and intereatiiig book. There 
are hope and bri^t promise in its pages. Its authors lead us 
to abandon all fear with regard to the new future to which we 
are awakening. The people under the guidance of such men 
as these will rise equal to the demands of their countiTy^ and 
will settle questions upon the discussion of which their prede- 
cessors were afraid to enter. We are convinced that every 
member of the Reformed Parliament will be the better pre- 
pared to discharge his duties and to asdst in l^islating on the 
great subjects that will be brought under his notice if he 
carefully and well studies every page of the book to which 
we have invited the attention of our readers. 

From a work of such promise and hope we turn with regret 
to the lamentations of one who was long believed to be 
a great prophet, but who now in his latter days gives utterances 
that but few of his most admiring followers would be prepared 
to accept. It is hard to believe that the Carlyle who taught 
this generation to appreciate the great struggle for constitu- 
tional privileges of our Puritan forefathers^ and to accord their 
just meed of praise to Cromwell, the uncrowned king of the 
people, is the man who penned this unreasoning and futile 
rhapsody now before us. And yet no one can say that 
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the master mind is passing into nature's second childhood; 
for even here we have that powerful eloquence and wit which 
have held us captive for many years. It is patent now to nearly 
all thinkers of the present time that Carlyle has utterly mistaken 
the character and tendencies of the age in which he lives. 
Instead of regarding with satisfaction the spread of education 
among the people, the unprecedented development of our 
national wealth, and the equal distribution of power which is 
producing beneficent results in this country, he talks of 
the Norman Conquest which guided it into "higher and 
wider regions", of Frederick William, and of aristocratic 
squires spread over the land with despotic rule over all 
those who had the misfortune of being subject to their 
sway. Now, as a matter of fact, every development of Mr. 
Carlyle's scheme of government has been fairly tried in this 
country some time or other during the last nine hundred 
years. We have had the rule of irresponsible kings and 
lords and squires, of men who with the strong and red hand 
of authority held all around them in fear-^and what was the 
result? Simply this, that the mass of the people lived in 
degradation and misery to gratify the whims and passions of the 
few, by their sweat, by their blodd, by their wives and their 
daughters. The energy of this nation ^brought it through all 
that, and now, after it has struggled successfully into the broad 
light of day, we hear the great prophet of our times proclaim 
to us our duty of throwing away all • our liberties, of 
giving up our knowledge, of dispensing with most of what we 
chiefly value in these days, and of going back, back to the 
Norman invasion and the red handed barons. He objects to 
our "divine commandment to vote" apparently because he 
tl^inks it is based upon the " equality of men," and he urges, 
what is palpable enough, that Quashee Nigger is not equal to . 
Socrates or Shakspeare, But the principle even of universal 
suffrage rests upon no hypothesis of the kind. Even the most 
radical reformer desires that the government . should be con*- 
ducted by the ablest men in the land— ^by the heroes of th^i 
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people. But how are these men^ these heroes^ whether after 
Mr. Oarlyle's fashion or not, to be discovered ? They do not 
necessarily come to us by inheritance, or come endowed with 
wealth. They are the more likely to take the lead in this 
country by giving numbers the power of discovering and 
electing them, and by according to the heroes themselves the 
opportunity of achieving success and winning position through 
appealing to an intelligent and educated people. But to 
mention the grievances and proposed remedies of this great 
man is sufficient, 

1. Popular government is a mistake in England and Ame- 

rica, and instead we must have the despotic rule of 
kings, and lords, and squires. 

2. Free labour is a failure, and instead we must have a 

species of slavery, a servantship, which must become a 
** contract of permanency ; a contract for life, if you 
can manage it." 

3. '' Nigger" emancipation is a dismal fact, to be lamented 

over and to be punished for by and bye. 

4. The chief hope of England at present is in her aristocracy 

by title, and in the drill sergeant. 
Mr. Carlyle thus alludes to Lord Chief Justice Cockburn's 
charge to the Grand Jury, in the case of Reg. v. Brand and 
Nelson : — 

** In the same direction we have also our remarkable * Jamaica 
Committee,' and a Lord Chief Justice * speaking six hours' (with 
such * eloquence,* such, &c., &c., as takes with ravishment the general 
editorial eai*, penny and threepenny), to prove that there is no such 
thing, nor ever was, as martial law ; and that any governor, com- 
manded soldier, or official person, putting down the frightfullest mob- 
insurrection, black or white, shall do it with the rope round his neck 
by way of encouragement to him. Nobody answers this remarkable 
Lord Chief Justice : * Lordship, if you were to speak for six hundred 
years instead of six hours, you would only prove the more to us that — 
unwritten if you wUl, but real and fundamental, anterior to all 
written laws, and first making written laws possible — there must have 
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been, and is, and will be, coeval with human society, from its first 
beginnings to its ultimate end, an actual martial law^ of more 
Tslidity than any other law whatever. Lordship, if there is no 
written law that three and three shall be six, do you wonder at the 
statute book for that omission ? You may shut those eloquent lips, 
and go home to dinner. May your shadow never be less ; greater 
it, perhaps, has little chance of being.' " 

Perhaps^ to all persons who have taken the trouble to 
examine facts, there appears in England at present no greater 
and better result to our national effort and enlightened civi- 
lisation than the Court of Queen's Bench, with the distinguished 
ability and learning that characteriee its judges, with its 
traditions of eight hundred years, its impartiality and indepen- 
dence, its equal distribution of justice between crown and 
subject, gentle and simple, rich and poor. And though in 
that court Mr. Justice Blackburn is second to none in his 
knowledge of the law and in his ready grasp of legal principle, 
still the Lord Chief Justice is acknowledged by all to combine 
in himself to a greater degree than any judge in that court, or 
in any other court in Westminster Hall, those attributes that 
make a great judge. He is deservedly one of the most popular 
Chief Justices of modern times^ and is distinguished alike by 
his eloquence, his lucidity of thought, his knowledge, his 
courtliness^ and his independence. And yet it is of this 
honoured man that Mr. Carlyle speaks contemptuously, and it 
is towards him that he uses language which, coming even from 
a prophet, we must pronounce to be insolent. But also with 
reference to this charge to the Grand Jury Mr. Carlyle is mis- 
taken. He seems to argue that there is a principle of self-defence 
which underlies all law, and the law of England in common 
with that of other countries. The Lord Chief Justice expressly 
lays this down in the charge which we must assume that 
Mr. Carlyle has read. 

No man can separate himself from his fellows with impunity 
or keep his mind healthy and true as a hermit. If Mr. Carlyle 
had gone into the world as others do^ with the wonderful 
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mind that he possesses he woald have become one of the most 
influential and useful men of our times. But how stands it 
now? — The idol that so many of us worshipped is shattered; 
the prophet whose utterances we caught and treasured talks 
rabid nonsense that Is not worth notice. We listen still with 
some pleasure to Carlyle's eloquent words, but we find it im- 
possible to look to him for guidance after this. The Genius 
Diogenes who thinks it wise to live in a tub and mock at 
the world may be still an object of curiosity to us, but he can 
be nothing more. 
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COMMISSION. 

rpHE present internal condition of the Church of England, 
-*- and the danger which in consequence threatens one of the 
great institutions of this country, must form our excuse for 
having recurred so frequently of late to questions connected 
with ecclesiastical polity and law, and for again bringing the 
subject of ritualism before our readers. Whatever estimate 
may be formed of the first report of the Commissioners 
appointed to inquire into this matter, no one who is able to 
read the signs of the times will be sanguine enough to sup- 
pose that the recommendations which it contains will, if 
carried into effect, bring back a state of peace and unity. 
The feelings which have been excited on both sides are too 
strong, and the opposing principles at work are too radical, to 
warrant the hope that the existing commotion will be put 
an end to by a simple measure of restraint, and still less that it 
will cease in consequence of any pulveris exiguijactus, like that 
lately performed by the Pan-Anglican Synod. Undoubtedly 
the Commissioners acted from the best of motives in putting out 
this obviously premature report. The spread of ritualism had 
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caused great disgust in many quarters, while generally it was 
felt to be a serious matter, and some alarm had been excited by 
the composition of the Commission itself as representing in too 
preponderating a manner the party in the Church sup- 
posed to be favourable to the new practices. Legislation 
also had been threatened on the subject without previous 
inquiry or investigation of any sort; and it was widely felt 
that something must be authoritatively said or done in order 
to relieve the public mind, and to make it known what the 
watch-word of the Church of England was and under what 
banner she really fought. 

Under these circumstances it was not to be wondered at 
that the Commissioners, both to vindicate themselves and to 
allay the public apprehensions, should resolve on presenting a 
report at the earliest possible opportunity. As to the Commic- 
sioners themselves, the report has completely dissipated any 
anxiety that may have existed in the public mind with respect 
to the bias of a majority of their number. If any of the High 
Church members of the Commission had any leaning towards 
the ritualistic practices, the first witness called on that side 
must have opened their eyes to the unsubstantial and unsatis-^ 
factory nature of the whole system, and convinced them that it 
would be impossible to concede the principles which the 
ritualists had assumed. Bishops who had been supposed 
to be rather inclined to dally with ritualism, drew back from 
what they must soon have perceived to be a bottomless pit, 
which would be likely enough, if fairly opened, to engulph the 
whole Church of England; and the only clerical member of the 
Commission who fought the battle out resolutely and unflinch- 
ingly on the losing side was the Rev. T. W. Perry of Brighton, 
who had been appointed on the Commission as the leading 
exponent of the ^dews of the new party. The only lay mem- 
ber who took up the cause with anything like corresponding 
zeal was Earl Beauchamp. Sir. R. Phillimore obviously fought 
rather shy of the whole concern. 
With respect to public apprehension on the subject of ritua* 
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lism^ sufficient information had oozed out from an early period 
of the sittings of the Commission to give hopes to the most 
timid that the Church of England was not to be surrendered into 
the hands of the Philistines. It was speedily reported that the 
case of the ritualists had entirely broken down^ and that the 
most competent witnesses they could put forward had been 
able to give only the most lame and impotent reasons in sup- 
port of these practices. The feeling of relief and satisfaction 
which thus arose was of course rendered stronger when the 
report actually appeared. We know no report of any Commis^ 
sion of late years which has been so generally accepted as 
sound and reasonable in its recommendations^ and which^ com- 
paring it with the evidence on which it was founded^ has been 
considered so satisfactory in its leading principle. A danger 
of the most formidable character^ that seemed imminent^ had 
disappeared like a cloudy and the Church had resumed her old 
condition of quietness and confidence. 

A careful consideration, however, of the report, and of the 
evidence on which it is founded, has raised some doubts in our 
minds as to whether there was any sufficient ground for the 
satisfactory feeling which had been produced in the public 
mind by the conclusions at which the Conmiissioners had 
arrived on the subject which first occupied their attention* 
We had all along questioned the expediency of issuing a Com- 
mission to inquire into a matter involving many doubtful pointa 
of law, with respect to which proceedings had been taken, or 
were likely to be taken, in the Ecclesiastical courts. On the 
famous Rubric prefixed to the Prayer Book difierent opinions 
had been given by different lawyers of equal eminence and 
ability. The determination of the meaning of this obscure 
document was vital to the whole question, and the only way in 
which this could be effected was by a judicial decision. The 
Knightsbridge case had settled the question with regard to 
what are the legal ornaments of the Church ; and it was to be 
presumed that any case which involved the question of what 
are the legal ornaments of the minister, would lead to a judg- 
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iuent equally explicit and equally satisfactory to sound lawyers. 
After the law had been thus determined a Commission might 
have been properly issued, to inquire into the expediency of 
maintaining the law as found, howeyer that might be. That 
this prudent and regular course was not followed must be 
ascribed to the general excitement and apprehension which 
prevailed on the subject, into which] the Commissioners were 
primarily appointed to inquire. With respect, however, to 
the satisfactory settlement of the matter, it is to be regretted 
that a Commission was issued to inquire into the law relating 
to this subject, and to suggest any alterations or amendments 
respecting it, until such law, confessedly obscure, had been 
determined by the proper tribunals* 

With respect to the report itself, we must consider it unfor« 
tanate that the Commissioners have not stated explicitly the 
grounds on which they arrived at their conclusions, and the 
reasons which led them to propose the course which they 
recommend. To say that the vestments were regarded by 
none of the witnesses as essential does not contradict the mere 
words used by any of the witnesses, but it scarcely states 
exactly the real views expressed by several of the supporters 
of ritualism who were examined. On a question of a public 
nature, involving the interests and feelings of large portions of 
the community, it is desirable that a report, whether of a 
Royal Commission or of a Select Committee of either House of 
Parliament, should not be confined to bare recommendations, 
or a few laconic statements. It is always better to avoid pro- 
Uxity in such documents, but this can be no excuse for not 
giving reasons, where conclusions, apparently of wide appli- 
cation "^and serious moment, are arrived at in such inquiries. 
It might be very sound advice which was given by Lord 
Mansfield to the Colonial Governor who had judicial functions 
to perform but who was not a lawyer, to give his judgments 
without stating his reasons, but it is scarcely applicable to a 
Commission consisting of men who were appointed on account 
of their special qualifications, and containing so many lumi- 
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naries both of the Church and of the law, as well as distin- 
guished members of the legislature. 

. But our primary objection to the report of the Commissioners 
is, that it does not seem to be founded on a thorough investiga- 
tion of the matter into which they were appointed to inquire. 
The ritualistic divines who were examined could give very 
little account of the grounds of their system, and seemed to 
have the most hazy notions of the law of the Church of 
England. The only basis on which they seemed to proceed 
was, that any ceremony in religious worship which is not 
prohibited, explicitly or implicitly, by the Prayer Book, may be 
adopted if it was used in England before the Eeformation* 
Now this is an astounding postulate for men to make who are 
subject to the stringent provisions of the Act of Uniformity ; 
and it was extremely desirable to have an intelligible exposition 
of their reasons for so summarily setting aside some of the 
•inost clear and distinct enactments to be found in the [statutes 
at large. But the witnesses of whom we are speaking all 
disclaim any critical or historical knowledge on this subject, 
and seem to found their practice on some superficial notions 
which they have taken up without any real inquiry into the 
constitution of the Church of England. To show the manner 
in which some of these divines proceed, take the answers 
given by the Rev. H. W. Beadon to the Regius Professor of 
Divinity at Oxford : — 

"3549. You have twice given a very strong opinion that a 
distinct vestment has always been in use ; have you considered that 
question much f — I believe it to be so, but I cannot say more than 
that ; I have no doubt about it." 

"3550. You have not taken much trduble in forming that opinion ? 
— I am not very learned in these matters." 

" 3551. You have a strong opinion, but have taken little trouble 
in forming that opinion? — I have a strong opinion.— [Mnw/c* of 
Evidence, p. 99.] " 

This short extract fairly represents the general tone of the 
witnesses who were examined on the ritualistic side. What 
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we now complain of isj that the Commissionerd do uot seem to 
Lave taken pains to call before them witnesses who could give 
a tolerably reasonable account of the matter. We presume^ of 
courfie, that such were to be found, because many clergymen 
have written on the subject with at least a show of learning ; 
and we can scarcely suppose that a system which is said to be 
extensively prevalent can be without anything resembling a 
more solid foundation than what was stated by the witnesses 
who were actually examined. 

But whatever may be thought on this point by those who 
have taken up either side of the question, there is one impor- 
tant branch of information bearing on the matter, which the 
Commissioners lyive entirely failed to elucidate. We allude to 
the statistics of the subject. What the ritualistic practices are 
is generally well known. How far they are consistent with 
the highest conception of Christianity is a matter on which the 
examination of witnesses can throw no light, and how far they 
are consistent with the law of the Church of England involves 
questions which the Ecclesiastical courts are alone competent 
to decide. But the extent to which the system prevails in the 
Church, and the effect it has produced on the lower classes 
in localities where religion had before been neglected, are 
points on which it is essential that trustworthy and accurate in- 
formation should be obtained, if we are to deal wisely and 
prudently with the state of matters which has now arisen. , If 
ritualism has been found to be practically efficient in re- 
claiming the lower classes from vice and irreligion, it will do 
far more to conciliate the public mind towards the system than 
the most exalted notions with respect to Catholic practice 
which ever passed through the brain of the most superfine and 
full-blown of ritualistic divines. 

We read a great deal in the organs of the party of the 
wonderful effects which have been produced by ritualism ; of 
the hold which it has established on the minds of persons of 
education and refinement; of the multitudes of dissenters 
whom it has drawn into the Church of England ; of the crowds 

VOL. XXIV.— NO. XLVII. D 
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of working men who frequent the churches where it prevails. 
It is continually vaunted that ritualism has shown its capacity 
for regenerating the social condition of the lower classes by the 
results which have already taken place^ and that while all 
other systems have failed to enlist the masses on the side of 
religion^ the ritualistic system has had triumphant succefls 
wherever it has been fiwrly tried — even in the worst localities. 
Whether the statements commonly made on this matter are 
merely the boastings of zealous partisans^ or are the words of 
truth and soberness^ becomes a question of vast importance^ if 
we would arrive at a correct estimate of the ritualistic system^ 
and of its bearing on the present religious wants of society* 
Orthodox theologians may disown it, men o£ the world may 
deride it, and philosophers may turn away from it, but a 
system which can root out vice and immorality from the most 
debased classes in the community, will be welcomed by many 
thoughtful and earnest persons for the value of the good which 
it can do, whatever they may think of the theory on which it 
18 founded. Such an instrument would be too precious to 
neglect, far less to injure or destroy. This, we are sure, would 
be a pretty general feeling in the public mind, if it were found 
that the representations which have been so commonly made 
are founded on truth. All this, however, has been left by tfa^ 
Commissioners in as vague a state as they fimnd it The 
ritualistic clergymen who were examined gave no precise and 
definite information on the subject ; and we can lay hold of 
nothing in their evidence to give us any assurance that their 
ministrationa are attended with any more abundant success 
than what attends those of their non-ritualistic biethren, who 
enter on the field with equal energy and aeaL The Cosunia- 
aionexs did not probe the matter very deeply, and on this im* 
portant p<unt> therefore, we can scarcely say that we are much 
wiser than we were before the inquiry took place. 

One witness, we ought to state, Mr« S^er, dunehwardea 
of St. Alban'^ Holbera, gives evideiice as to the efisets pro- 
doced by the (services in that church: and in a pampUsfc 
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written by him^ which he handed to the Commisnoaersy he 
states the number of communicants^ the amount of the offertory, 
the number of baptisms in that parish^ together with some 
other information^ mixed up with a good deal of theological 
acerbity. But when asked what proportion of the poor of the 
parish came to the communion^ his answer was, " I cannot tell 
you that, but I know a great many come" (Minutes of 
Evidence, p. 104, question 3625). This is rather indistinct, we 
must say, and not the sort of evidence which the nature of the 
case requires; and it is rendered of still less effect by the 
opposing statements of Mr. Martin, a solicitor, who has for 
many years taken much interest in the spiritual condition of 
this parish. The- parish, it appears, is divided into four dis- 
tricts for the purposes of a society with which Mr. Martin is 
connected, and he has received information which he regards 
as trustworthy, that* not more than about 8 or 10 in each 
district attend the services of the church. Mr. Martin 
makes other statements also, which do not quite agree with 
those of Mr. Spifler; and on the whole it must be con* 
sidered that the results of the system adopted in St. Alban^s 
church on the locality it was intended to benefit have not been 
very clearly ascertained. 

Again, we have the evidence of Mr. H. R. Droop, a member 
of the bar, with respect to the church of St. Thomas, Stam- 
ford Hill, where ritualism, in a modified form, has been intro*^ 
duced within the last few years. He states that under the 
old system the church was well filled, and the communicants 
were numerous, but that since the innovations were introduced, 
the congregation has been reduced to one fourth. With 
respect to the attendance of the poor, the following are Mr. 
Droop's answers to questions put by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury : — 

"38104 Prom your own knowledge, do the poor attend thd 
church or do they go elsewhere? — ^A great many go elsewhere. I 
bdieve only a few of the poor do attend this church now." 

V 2 
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^'3811. Did many of the poor aUend it before ? — ^The free seats 
were Yery full before, and now ihej are very empty." 

Mr. Droop may no doubt be reckoned by some as a partizan-, 
and his evidence on this point may not be considered as very 
distinct^ bat still his statements are as satisfactory as those on 
the other side^ and are at least entitled to as much weight 

The truth is we require accurate statistical information on 
this matter^ and this is not to be obtained from witnesses who 
seem to have been taken very much at random^ and who only 
came prepared to give their views and opinions according to 
whatever bias they might labour under. It will be necessary, if 
the Commissioners wish to conduct the inquiry in a satisfac- 
tory manner, to obtain evidence of a very different character 
from that which has hitherto been laid before them. To do so 
may be a matter of some difficulty, but still it is essential that 
something should be attempted in this way. The first point 
to be ascertained would be the number of churches in which 
ritualism has been introduced, classifying them according to 
the different phases of the system which have been adopted. 
Then it would be necessary to obtain information as to the 
numbers of persons who attend these churches, and as to the 
condition in life to which such persons belong. It would be 
necessary also to have accurate statements as to what propor- 
tion of the congregation attending a church of this description 
are inhabitants of the parish in which it is situated, especially 
with reference to the poor. This part of the inquiry would 
be of essential importance, and we do not think it would 
necessarily require any very elaborate machinery. At all 
events, until some such inquiry is made, we doubt whether 
it would be wise to attempt to restrain a system which, if it 
is extensively prevalent and beneficial in its results, it might 
be disastrous to check in too stringent a manner^ and, if it is 
limited and unsatisfactory in its operation, might be safely dealt 
with by lenient measures. 

Our own opinion, as stated in a former number of this 
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Journal,^ is in favour of allowing some latitude to the ritualistic 
party, and the facts, as they dimly appear in the evidence 
taken by the Commiesioners, rather go to strengthen this 
view. If the law is in favour of the vestments, as we 
think on the whole it is, this would certainly give a locus 
standi to the ritualists, although it would be very far from 
affording support to all their principles and practices. But 
waiving any legal question, and looking merely to grounds of 
policy, we think that enough appears on the evidence at the 
present stage of the inquiry to entitle the ritualists to more 
consideration than they have received at the hands of the Com- 
missioners. Their general views on religion, allowing for mere 
exaggeration, do not appear to us to differ substantially from 
those which are held by large numbers in the Church of Eng- 
land who regard themselves as the most orthodox of its 
members, and a great part at least of their practices may 
be justly considered as merely ancillary to the main principles 
of their theology. The clergy who have adopted these pecu- 
liarities are willing to work with the utmost assiduity among 
the poor ; and we fear that it may still be said, with reference 
to all parties in the Church that " the harvest truly is great, 
but the . labourers are few." For many among the upper 
classes the services now in question have considerable 
attraction. It is in vain to deny that ritualism has attained a 
certain degree of popularity, and is strongly upheld by many 
persons as the most suitable mode of public worship. 

If ritualism is a fashion, and if, like other fashions, it is 
destined to pass away, it must run its course, and any force 
used against it would produce little or no effect. If, on the 
other hand, it is founded on convictions likely to be permanent, 
the application to it of any strong coercive measures might be 
attended with serious dangers to the Church. J'he wisest 
course would be to give the ritualists some amount of liberty, 
without conceding to them the irregular and unrestrained 
freedom which they claim. But the nature of the policy 
* Law Magazhie and ^vietv, February, 1866. 
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wUch it would be proper to ack^t nmst depend in a great 
measure on facts which have not yet been properlj ascer* 
tamed. Should it be found that ritualism thrives only in 
peculiar situations^ and that the churches where it is adopted 
draw their congregations from the surrounding parishes rather 
than from those in which they are placed, the plan of licensing 
chapels where a more ornate mode of worship might be 
adopted than that which ordinarily prevails, might meet all 
the wants of the case. But should it be ascertained that in 
many instances the great bulk of the inhabitants of parishes 
approve of the system, and that it is really producing a 
powerful impression on the lower classes, provision might be 
made that, when the wishes of the parishioners had been pro- 
perly ascertained, the ritualistic practices might be adopted in 
parish churches. In both cases it would be necessary that 
certain limitations and conditions should be made, though, 
for obvious reasons^ it would not be necessary that these should 
be so precise and so stringent in the former case as in the latter. 
In parish churches we think that it would be better to require 
tiie consent of a certain proportion of the inhabitants before 
introducing ritualism^ than to provide for putting an end to it 
on the complaint of any number of parishioners after being 
once introduced ; to make the consent, if we may so express 
it, a condition precedent, not a condition subsequent. What- 
ever difficulties there may be in adopting such a plan, they 
are far less, we think, than would be likely to arise from 
carrying into effect the recommendations of the Commissioners, 
in so far as the peace and quietness of the Church are con«- 
cemced. Our national Church has always been distinguished 
for its comprehensive character; and although we have no 
sympathy with the pretentious claims of the ritualists to 
sacerdotal authority^ we cannot see how assumptions of this 
nature, which, however stated, are altogether founded on 
opinion, put them under a different category from other parties 
who find a place within the Church of England. 
With respect to the legal questions which ritualism involves. 
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we haye stated our views on two former oeoasions i* and these 
views haye only been confirmed by subsequent consideration. 
It would be absurd to say that the subject is not one of an 
obscure and diffioult character; but stilly looking at all the 
facts that have been ascertained, and all the documents that 
have been appealed to, we cannot read the present rubric 
relating to vestments in any other sense than as sanctioning 
those which were prescribed by the First Prayer Book of 
Edward YI. 

When the legislature has used plain and explicit language, 
neither '^ contemporaneous exposition " nor the supposed views 
of the framers of a statute can override such language ; and 
as the Act of Uniformity incorporates the Prayer Book with 
itself, the latter must be interpreted precisely as if it formed 
part of the statute, and according to the ordinary ^ules. In 
this the nine counsel who were consulted by the ritualists in 
1866 agree with us, although only two of them — the then 
Solicitor General and Mr. J. D. Coleridge, Q. 0., — take the 
same views as we had expressed with respect to the other 
matters - submitted to them, such as incense, lighted candles, 
wafers, &c. But on these matters the other counsel were not 
at all agreed, some allowing one thing and some another, but 
none holding that all these things were legal, the result being 
as curious a piece of tesselated work as we have ever had the 
pleasure of seeing in any product of men's hands or heads. 

We have read with much care the statement by Sir R. 
Palmer, of the reasons which led to the opinion given by the 
counsel to whom a case was submitted on behalf of the Arch- 
bishops and Bishops, and also the ingenious explanations given 
by Mr. Barrow of the same opinion. However able these 
statements may be they fail to convince us that the rubric 
ought to be interpreted so as to convey a different meaning from 
that which its language obviously bears. They amount to nothing 
more than a mere speculation as to what the motive may have 

♦ L<m Moffozine and Review, February, 1866, and August, 1S66, 
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been in introducing a rubric which was intended, it is thought, 
to mean, by words singularly inapt, that certain of the vestments 
sanctioned by the First Prayer Book of Edward VI. were not 
to be used, but that others were. But the real question is, 
whether the words have the meaning sought to be put upon 
them, and we are constrained, however unwillingly, to answer 
that in our opinion they have not* Sir R. Palmer thinks that 
as the rubric uses the language of the 1 Elizabeth, c. 2, s. 25, 
with respect to vestments, and, as that section gave legislative 
authority to the Crown to abolish the vestments, which was 
done by the advertisements, the rubric must have the same 
legal effect as that section after such authority had been 
exercised. But the present rubric is a distinct, substantive 
enactment, and neither contains any clause like that in the 
section of the Act of Elizabeth, about further order being 
taken, nor refers in any way to that section. Sir R. Palmer 
would surely not mean to say that if a statute has been 
amended by a subsequent statute, and then a third enacts 
simpUciter the provisions of the first, the amending statute 
will control this last enactment. But it is impossible to 
put the advertisements higher than an amending statute ; 
and we are therefore unable to see the force of his argument 
drawn from the exercise by Queen Elizabeth of the legis- 
lative authority given to her by the original statute. The 
advertisements could only amend the statute to which they 
were intended to be applied, and could have no application to 
a subsequent enactment which contained no reference to them, 
express or implied. As to the argument drawn from the word 
" retained," as inapplicable to anything not then in use, we 
do not think it is of much avail. If the word is struck out, 
the meaning of the rubric is still complete, and it is possible 
that the older use of the term may not have been so strict as 
the present. We know that in our own profession this very 
word is used in a sense different from that which it ordinarily 
has, since to " retain '' counsel does not imply any previous or 
continuous user, but points entirely to a future state of things ; 
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and wlien an executor " retains " assets of his testator for the 
purpose of satisfying a debt due to himself, such assets may be 
applied by him in this way at the very instant they come to 
his bands* 

One word in conclusion as to the view propounded by Mr. 

Barrow in his note, which we have read with great interest, 

although unable to agree with the conclusions at which he has 

arrived. Mr. Barrow mentions the objections to the Book of 

Common Prayer brought forward at the Savoy Conference by 

the Non-conformists, and the spirit in which those objections 

were dealt with by the Church party. The former objected to 

the surplice, but this the latter were determined to keep, and, 

desiring to avoid even the appearance of concession to their 

opponents^ would not agree to alter the rubric as it then stood, so 

as to get rid of the objection that it seemed to bring back the 

vestments, but devised the plan of substituting for it the words 

of the statute of Elizabeth, under which vestments could not 

be " retained " which were not in existence. In this way they 

could at once say that they had conceded nothing, and yet that 

they had not refused to make any alteration. Whether those 

venerable personages consciously framed any such notable 

. device we are imable to say ; but if they did so, they were 

certainly as unfortunate in the means they adopted as in the 

temper they displayed. To put forth a rubric which, in the 

sense in which they are said to have intended it to be taken, 

could not even to themselves carry its meaning on the face of 

it, for the purpose of not appearing to concede anything to the 

Non-conformists, was certainly not a wise course. They little 

knew the trouble they were preparing for. a future generation 

of Churchmen. In this rubric they were laying the foundation 

of evils to the Church of whicli they were such rigid guardians, 

which, unless checked by greater wisdom and prudence than 

are generally brought to bear on such matters, may amply 

avenge all the wrongs inflicted on the Non-conformists by the 

Act of Uniformity, and add another instance to the many which 

prove how sure, though' long delayed, is the operation of 

Nemesis^ 
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Abt. IV.— FKENOH codes, and ENGLISH 
DIGESTS. 

NOW that a Royal Commigsioii is about to work,* the time 
seems appropriate for stating shortly how the French 
have codified, and how the English have at different intervals, 
and with varying saccess, digeeted their laws. 

The French operation began with the abolition of feudalities 
at the earliest stage of the ScYolution, on the 4th of April, 
1789. Next came the extinction of the law of primogeniture, 
and the adoption of natural equily and presumed affection as 
ihe basis for succession. These changes were effected under 
the superintendence of Merlin, well known to us as the author 
of the Repertoire and of the Questions de Droit 

The groimd being much cleared by these advances, it seemed 
to those in authority that the time had arrived for a wider 
undertaking, that of digesting and arranging all the Civil laws 
of France into one body, introducing also the required altera- 
tions, these last having been demanded chiefly by the conflict 
of local and provincial customs. To execute this great under- 
taking, Merlin was associated with a lawyer greater than 
himself, the celebrated CambacSres, afterwards one of the 
Consuls. These two men, CambacSres and Merlin, were 
charged by the Assembly to prepare a sketch of the proposed 
classification. On the 11th of August, 1 7 93, having performed 
the task assigned to them, they made their report to the 
Convention. It is stated that the work had fallen principally 
upon Cambacdres. In the year 1794 that remarkable man 
published a separate report sur le Code Civil, the original, or 
at all events, the germ of the Code NapoUon. For ten years 
his labours in improving and maturing this production are said 

* A working staff is soon to be put in hamess. 



Fretkck Codes, and Engluh DigeUi. 43 

to have been inoesaant* Its merits and defects were discussed 
from time to time at no less than sixty sittings of the Convene 
tion. It was strongly opposed; the chief objection bdng, 
that it eaYoured too much of the practitioner ; for GambacdreSj 
though an advocate of improvement, was not an innovator. 
His project was referred to a committee, who lost themselves 
in the discussion of first principles, and in empty declamation. 
Mach time was thus wasted ; nor was the matter mended by 
the Council of 500^ who ordered the judges of the Superior 
Courts to deUvor their opinions. The judges obeyed, but, as 
might have been expected, their criticisms increased rather 
than diminished the existing perplexities ; and the codification 
' of the French law would have been postponed indefinitely, 
had not a strong hand at this period interposed. 

After the battle of Marengo the First Consul issued a com- 
mission to examine the work of Cambacdres, choosing' for this 
purpose, without reference to political opinion, four lawyers 
of the highest reputation; Tronchet, the defender of Louis 
XVI. ; Fortalisy a philosophic priest of conservative leanings; — 
and Maleville and Preameneu; all chosen, not only for 
their learning and experience, but for their judgment and 
moderation. These were the Bedacteurs of the Code Civil, 
of which, however, it is always to be remembered that 
Cambaceres was the parent. The revised versioui as cor- 
rected by the R6dacteurs, and as criticised by the legal 
profession (among whom it had been circulated), was sub- 
mitted formally to the Conseil d^Etat, whose committee of 
legislation framed a new draft from the materials before 
them. The new draft, thus prepared and thus, matured, was 
discussed article by article in the Conseil d^Etat; the First 
Consul, as'M. Thiers informs us, descending from his war 
horse and not only attending every meeting, but astonishing 
" the whole world by the novelty and profundity of his sugges- 
tions." 

In this way, after having received the sanction of the legis- 
lative body, a Code of Civil Law was, on the 8rd of March, 
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1803, presented to the French nation, and it has governed 
them ever since. The Code of Procedure, principally the 
work of Cambac$res, appeared in 1806; the Code of Commerce 
in 1807; the Code Penal, the Code d^ Instruction Criminelle, 
and the Code Forestier at subsequent periods. These, the 
result of twenty years' thought and labour, form now the 
pocket volume known as the Code NapoUon. We have said 
enough to show that it did not originate with the extraordinary 
man whose name it bears, although it became his glory and his 
chief boast in after life that he had given it consummation. 

The object of the preceding sketch is to show how cau- 
tiously the French went to work in framing their code, and 
how signal is the delusion of those (and they are many) who 
fancy that it was dictated by Napoleon, The radical altera- 
tions were not great. To be satisfied of this we have only to 
examine the old French treatises ; but it seems enough to cite 
the notorious fact that more than three fourths of the Code 
Civil are extracted from or built upon Pothier. 

To the power of seeing everything beforehand, the faculty 
of legislating ab ante, the gift of prescience in fact, the jurists 
employed by Napoleon made no pretension ; ^^ thanks,*' says 
the Baron de Locr6 (their editor), ^* to that admirable good 
sense which pervades their whole performance." 

To turn from France to England, we find that the illus- 
trious Bacon had long meditated what he called " a particular 
digest or compilement of the laws of his own country." In 
his latter day of disgrace and depression he actually com- 
menced this arduous undertaking ; but he was obliged " to lay 
it aside" from inability ^* to muster his pen and forces,'^ and 
from the want of hands to help him in a work which he truly 
termed one peculiarly ** of assistance." Caution and modera- 
tion were the characteristics of his scheme, and order was the 
object of it. He suggested no startling or abstract innova- 
tions. His biographer. Lord Campbell, commends the prudence 
and sagacity which forbade his attempting a code. What 
Bacon proposed was ^^ to compile a method and digest of the 



French CodeSy and English Digests. 45 

King's laws ;'" and the argument he addressed to the regal 
pedant was, that " great good would come from bringing cases 
to a text law, and setting them down in method and by titles." 
He knew that this operation, as it advanced, would necessarily 
beget substantive improvements ; but these, he wisely held, 
must be left to the legislature. We cannot otherwise under- 
stand him, when he says that those employed ^^ should not be 
with a precedent power to conclude, but only to prepare, and 
propound to Parliament." And we are confirmed in this con- 
struction by the report of Lord Colchester, who as chairman 
of the Commons' committee in 1796, describing the overture of 
Bacon to King James, states that its end was ^^ to prepare a 
digested result for Parliamentary consideration." The imme- 
diate effect, however, would have been to unfold the law as it 
stood, so that all should not only obey, but, by an exercise of 
reasonable intelligence, understand it. 

The formidable task which proved too much for Bacon, was 
accomplished about a century afterwards (at the suggestion 
apparently of Burnet), by an obscure and unassisted hard- 
working barrister of Lincoln's Inn ; for such, we believe, was 
Lord Chief Baron Comyn, when he compiled in Norman 
French the greater part, if not the whole, of his well known 
^* Digest of the Laws of England ;" embracing our entire 
jurisprudence, civil, criminal, ecclesiastical, and constitutional. 
This elaborate compilation, though prepared so early, did not 
see the light till 1762,* more than twenty years after the 
learned judge's death, and probably not less than forty after 
the date of the original composition, which, moreover, was 
published under the disadvantage of a translation by unknown 
editors, who seem to have been strangers to the author. 
Much (rf the law contained in this work had of course become 
stale. Its arrangement, too, was not always happy. The 
book as a whole was repulsive ; but its matter was good ; its 
law was safe. Its propositions were terse, and its references 

* Gomyn flourished as a reporter in the reigns of King William, 
Queen Anne, and the first two Georges. His reports begin in 1696, 
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oonvenient and copiotts. In a word^ it saved the painful 
drudgay of constantlj hunting up old and scattered autfaori* 
ties. We therefore cannot wonder that the profession received 
the Chief Baron's perfoimance as a boon^ for it is certain that 
they still look back upon the donor with gratitude and reve-* 
rence. 

If success, so signal and so marvellous, attended the efforid 
of a single individual in delineating, unaided, the entire body 
of English jurisprudence, what ought we reasonably to expect 
from the labours of a Boyal C(»nmis«[on engaged in a similar 
operatton^«-^«Diembering, as we must, that the compilation of 
Comyn has become a thing of the past, and>that-His Sir James 
Wilde says — ^^'the structure of our existing law has been 
raised chi^y within the last century and a half." It is 
rumoured tiiat Lord Cranw<»rth and his collei^es contemplate 
the nomination of a phalanx of jurists to work the Commission ; 
an operative staff, composed, not of Ulpians or Tribonians, but 
of industrious lawyers, reasonably skilled in their professiouj 
reasonably addicted to labour, and — what is not less materialr^ 
reasonably trained to the austerities of legal composition. 
These, acting in concert, but with a distribution of duty appro« 
priate to each, will be subject to the direction, supervision, and 
correction of a board, having in its number some of the first 
lawyers that England can produce. We feel quite confident 
that a work prepared under such auspices must succeed; and 
if we had any doubts on the subject, the admirable report 
already issued would have dispelled them. This Commission 
will, in fact, realize the dream of Bacon. It will, as he pro* 
posed, frame a digest — not a code ; although a code may be its 
firuitwhen the digest is comjdete. 

In the posthumous continuation of Austin's Jurispi*udence 
(ably edited by his lamented widow, who has recently followed 
her distinguished husband), what he contemplated and advo- 
cated at the outset was '^ merely a re<-expre8sion of existing law^ 
with 1^ divisions and sub-divisions }" in fact neither more nor 
less than a digest, which, however, he thinks •* will prepare 
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the way for a code." He proposes to extend the work to 
Scotland and to Ireland. To overlook these countries, he con* 
ceiyes, would be a slight upon both. And we quite agree. 

A systematic digest drawn up after profound dettberationj 
though not binding, would be of instant value to the practbing 
lawyer, and even to the judges. It would give confidence to 
legal opinions, and prevent litigation in many cases where 
counsel, after balancing discordant authorities, advise dubiously 
a suit, or a defence. 

The digest would address itself to all classes. It might even 
be sold at a moderate profit, which would contribute to defray 
the expense of the Commission ; a consideration not undeserving 
of attention in this age of economy. Hie publication would 
be by instdments, to give evidence of progress and quality ; 
each branch of the law being easily capable of severance from 
the rest. £very professional person, and we Incline to think, 
a large portion of the educated community, would desire to 
possess themselves of an exposition, revised, corrected and 
sanctioned by the first legal intellects of the country ; setting 
forth, in a readable form, the rights and liabilities of the 
people, and enabling them to comprehend^that which, whether 
they comprdiend or not, they are bound to obey. 

We have said nothing of Cruise's admirable digest, because 
it is confined to real property. We have also been silent as to 
the Law Journal digest, which, conunencing in 1820, and 
continued quinquennially, has proved of the greatest use to the 
profession. Its birth put an end to all renewals of Comyn. 
It will be of the greatest service to the Boyal Commission. 

Three months before his death, Lojrd Lyndhurst, in a letter 
to the writer of this article (written in his Lordship^s beautiful 
haiid)> says, ^* I have never publicly expressed an opinion upon 
the subject of codification ; but I think the utmost that can be 
done is to form a digest/' 

Lincoln's Inn, October, 1867. 
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Art. v.— CONSTBUCTIVE CRIMINALITY IN 
CONTRACTS. 

EX dolo mala nan orOur (zctiOy is a legal maxim of which 
lawyers are not a little proud. Reproached with or with 
out good cause or excuse^ by successless suitors with failure 
to secure complete justice^ barristers and solicitors alike are 
wont to fall back upon the above and kindred axioms^ as 
showing the fundamental soundness of the principles on which 
the law rests, and the earnest desire for the triumph of truth 
and righteousness by which its sages have been, and still are 
actuated. Nor can it be denied that the public are tolerably 
well satisfied with the accuracy of these representations. They 
know that with whatever faults the practical working of the 
law is chargeable, in purpose and intent it aims at regalating 
the relations between man and man in accordance with "judg- 
ment, justice, equity, and every good path." Therefore, though 
they have as little as they can help to do with law in the 
concrete, they regard it with. great respect land, in some sort, 
with affection in the abstract, and, are frequently as lavish of 
encomium upon it, as they are unsparing of satire upon its 
practitioners. 

It may sound something like heresy to utter a word against 
a sentiment so greatly hallowed by popular reverence, and so 
repeatedly endorsed by judicial authority. Students who have 
pored over Collins v. Blantem,* and who have imbibed the 
rule therein laid down as part of their (legal) mother's milk, will 
remember the feehngs of admiring awe with which they read 
the well rounded periods of Chief Justice Wilmot, when 
denouncing "the manner of the transactions" as calculated 
"to gild over and conceal the truth." They have warmed 
with generous enthusiasm towards the calling of their choice, 
* Wnson, 341. 1 Smith's L.O., 5th edit., 310. 
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as tjiey found that^ after all the hard things said of the common 
law^ its highest judicial officer emphatically declared his deter- 
mination ^^ to brush away the cobweb varnish^ and show an 
iniquitous transaction in its true light." Pursuing the subject^ 
they ^have deemed still finer his Lordship's severity when 
speaking of the enormity of tempting a man to transgress, 
have been awed by the solemnity with which he warns you 
that "you shall not stipulate for iniquity ;" have stood as it 
were transfixed by the seer-like enthusiasm with which he 
declares that ^^no polluted hand shall touch the pure fountains 
of public justice," and have gazed admiringly at the dramatic 
action with which, before stooping to discuss a point of plead- 
ing, he concludes his judgment on the broad principle involved, 
with ^^Proculy 0/ proculeste profani.^^ Really, after mentally 
catching his Lordship's eye, like the poet's, "in fine frenzy 
rolling," it goes against us to maintain that this very maxim 
has ever been made an instrument of injustice, through a seem- 
ingly logical adaptation of the rule which it embodies, and that 
in several reported cases the courts have given the name and 
punishment of dolus, to acts and omissions falling a long way 
short of crassa negligentia. 

We may say at once that these remarks are directed ex- 
clusively to cases in which the rule laid down in Collins v. 
Blantern has been applied to illegality by statute. As to 
bargains in furtherance of fraudful stipulations, in suppression 
of proper prosecutions, and in reward for knavish services, 
the judgments of the courts are in perfect harmony with the 
common sense and common conscience of mankind. But it is 
widely different when a plaintiff who comes into court with 
perfect moral bonajides, is scouted out of it because he has 
contravened or failed to fulfil some statutory requirement, as 
effectually as if he had been guilty of the most flagrant offences 
against all laws, divine and human. Mr. John William Smith, 
and lus successive editors, have collected in their notes to 
Collins V. Blantern a number of examples of this kind, in 
which plaintiffs have been sent away remediless, because, 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVil, E 
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wittingly or nnwIttiiiglT, they had done something' which a 
statute had foihidden^ or £uled to do Rimething which a 
statute enjoined. We are far bom eaying that in every 
instance haiddiip or injustice was wrooght hy adhering to the 
rule, nor are we about to aigue that if a man openly and inten- 
tionaUy breaks the law, he ou^t to be allowed to daim its 
assistance in order to obtain the reward of his wrong doing. 
But we do say that irfien a plaintiff preleis a cbum otherwise 
well founded, and the enforcement ci which inTC^Tes no viola- 
tion of the primmry object of the l^islature in passing a par- 
ticular Act, the right to recover ought not to be barred by 
an innocent or even by a n^^igent infringement of a law 
purely positive, and the breaking of which is, at the worst, 
wudum prohibUmm, 

A few examples will illustrate our meaning. Certain Ac^ 
have been passed in order to suppress or disoounge gaming, 
amony, and usury ; tiius putting all such deafings under a 
legislative ban, and treatii^ those nho engage in them as 
oudaws gmoad hoe. The whole scope of these Acts, and, in 
many cases, their express words, diow that Pariiament meant 
altogether to discourage particular practices, as injurious to in- 
dividuals and mischievous to the State, and that therefore it 
has resolved to leave parties entering into such contracts to 
square accounts among themsdves, and to m/ike any money 
cfadm arising out of thomi a mere ^ dd>t of honour.*" In such 
cases therefore no doubt whatever can exist about the pro- 
priety of the most stringent enforcement d the above rule, if 
a plaintiff whose dum is basediqpon a fori^dden bargain should 
come into court, practically addng the law to stultify itself. 
So, also, when licences, or other taxes, are impoeed finr the pro^ 
tection of the revenue, a person suing who ou^t to be a 
Ucencee but is not, should be prevented from recovering, on 
the double ground, that by evading the tax he has defrauded 
the State whose help he is invoking, and has put his more 
scrupulous competitcns at a disadvantage, by escaping a burden 
to which they are subjected. Of other contracts made in 
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deliberate defiance and determinate breach of law, as for 
smuggliDg, adulteration^ aod similar mal-practices^ it is unne- 
cessary to speak, as they are too manifestly opposed to public 
policy to give the parties to* them any rights in a court of 
justice. To them the maxim with which the present paper 
commences may isirlj enough be applied — and no one will feel 
any pity for those who, *^ having stipulated for iniquity/' find 
tliat the law will not help them to enforce their stipulations. 

Had the courts stopped here, we should have had no fault to 
find with their decisions. But unfortunately, as we -thinks 
they have carried the doctrine very much further. Our com- 
plaint is based upon what we deem an undue extension of the 
doctrine laid down in Bartlett v. Vinor^* where Chief Justice 
Holt held that every contract was void which an Act of 
Parliament made unlawful, even though it did not expressly 
invalidate such contract, but subjected those who made them 
to a penalty, on the principle that penalty implies prohibition. 
This reasoning was recognized and approved by Chief Justice 
Tindal in De Begnis v. Armistead,^ when the plaintiff un- 
successfully sued on a bill given him by a co-adventurer for 
balance of losses in keeping an unlicensed theatre, and where, 
from the language of the partnei^hip agreement, the court 
thought both parties knew they were breaking the law. Shortly 
after this came the King's Bench case of Forsier v. Taylor, % 
where, in an action for the value of fifteen firkins of butter, 
the defendant pleaded that certain requirements of 36 Geo. Ill, 
cap. 86, sees. 2 and 3, as to the packing and branding of the 
butter had not been complied with. In this case, stress was 
laid upon the fact that the Act was passed for the prevention 
of fraud, and that, therefore, it ought to be strictly enforced, 
although we may observe, the actual scienter on which Chief 
Justice Tindal insisted in De Begnis v. Armistead,^ does not 
appear to have been proved. Still, there is some consistency 
in saying that a vend(»r who fails to give the vendee the bene-* 

* Carth., 253. t 10 Bing., 110. J 5 B <& Ad., 887. 

§ 10 Bing., 110. 
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fit of a security to which he is entitled by Act of Parliament, 
ought not to have the same ri^ts against the vendee as if he 
had done all that was required of him. On this ground the 
plaintiff ^led in Law v. Hodson.* He had made bricks be- 
low the statutable size as defined by 17 Geo. III., cap. 42, 
and this was considered a fraud on the buyer, whom the legis- 
lature meant to protect from the seller, who, therefore, could 
not recover the price of goods not made as the statute provided. 
On somewhat similar grounds also went the judgment in 
Fergusson (Assignee) v. Norman.\ Defendant, a pawnbroker, 
had advanced money on goods pledged by a bankrupt on 142 
different occasions prior to his bankruptcy. The assignees 
brought trover, and the matter was referred to an arbitrator, 
who found that in various ways the pawnbroker had failed to 
comply with the rules laid down for the conduct of his busi* 
ness by 39 & 40 Geo. III., cap. 99. Thereupon the court 
unanimously held that he had acquired no right whatever in, 
or lien over, the property pawned, and must jmy to the as- 
signees the full value of the pledges, a sum considerably in 
excess of the amount for which the unredeemed portion of 
them had been sold* 

It will be observed that all the cases above described or 
cited fall within the principle of Collins v. Blantern, either be- 
cause of some moral defect inherent in the contract, or of some 
direct contravention of the primary object of a statute, or of 
some tendency in the act done or omitted to afford facilities for 
the commission of fraud, or to evade securities provided against 
its prevention. Still, we confess we do not exactly see why a 
man who buys butter should be allowed to cheat the seller out 
of it because certain marks were not upon the firkins, or why 
a l^uilder who chose to use bricks of an unusual size should 
have been, on that account, relieved from all obligation to pay 
for them. But a still harder class of cases, more particularly 
affecting printers and publishers, may be mentioned, in which 

♦ 2 Campb., 147* 
t 5 Bing., N.C., 76. 6 Scott, 794. 3 Jur., 10; 
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plaintifiB have failed to recoyer their due in actions of contract, 
simplj because they had omitted to perform certain formalities. 
By 39 Geo. 3, cap. 79, sec. 27, printers are bound to print their 
names and abodes on every book and paper printed by them, 
under a penalty of £20 for every book or paper so* printed.* 
In Bensley v. Bignold^ the plaintiffs, ivho were printers, sued to 
recover £92 5s. for printing a pamphlet on Fire Insurance, which 
purported to be printed by Pinnock & Maunder, 267, Strand, 
who were, we suppose, the publishers, but on which the names 
of the plaintiffs as printers did not appear. The case was 
argued for the plaintiffs by Lord Abinger, with Sir F. Pollock 
as his junior ; but the court (Abbott C. J., Bayley, Holroyd, 
and Best^ J. J.) gave judgment against them, holding that, 
'^ where a statute directs a particular thing to be done, it must 
be done ; " adding, " if there be an omission to do the thing 
required, it is not any excuse tliat the party did not mean to 
commit afraud ;" a ruling scarcely consistent with the importance 
attached by Tindal, C. J., in De Begnis v. Armtsteady to the 
fact that the plaintiff and defendant had engaged in a common 
undertaking, with a determinate purpose to violate the law. 
This case of Benaley v. Bignold, it may be observed, not only 
followed, but went beyond the Common Pleas case of Marchant 
V. Evans ^X where the plaintiff sued for £48 for printing a 
newspaper which had not been registered as required by 
38 Geo. 3 cap. 78. § This Act positively prohibited any such 
publication, whereas the 39 Geo. 3 cap. 79 only imposed a 
penalty, a distinction which was treated as one not involving 
a difference in Bensley v. Bignold, but which seems to have 
been regarded as of substance by Chief Justice Tindal, in 
Fergusson v. Norman. 
A distinction may easily be drawn as to those duties imposed 

* Now limited to twenty-five forfeitures in respect of the same 
work, by 2 & 3 Vict., cap. 12. 

t 5 B ifc Aid. 336. t 2 Moore, 14. 

§ For which 60 Qeo. 3, and 1 Geo* 4, oap. 9, is now substituted. 
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on the pawnbroker, which are entirely collateral to the individual 
contract, and it would be too much to say, because he bad not 
observed the enactment of the statute in such matters, that 
therefore the contract made by him should be void. Suppose 
his name was required to be put up over the door,* and some 
mistake had been made. A penalty is given for not putting 
up the name ; but it would not follow that contracts entered 
into by an individual whose name had been incorrectly spelled, 
would be therefore void. 

In the hypothetical case put by the Chief Justice it might 
indeed be contended that there was a substantial compliance 
with the Act, but there seems to us much force in the remarks 
about giving undue effect to requirements *^ entirely collateral 
to the individual contract^^ the omission of which can do the 
contractee no harm, not even by exposing him to the risk of 
fraud, as in Forster v. Taylor, Now as Marchant v. Evans was 
decided in 1818, Bensley v. Bignold in 1822, and Fergusson 
V. Norman in 1838, it would seem only in accordance with the 
ordinary way of estimating judicial deliverances, to deem the 
latest as the most binding authority. The question has not, 
however, subsequently arisen in direct reference to the par- 
ticular trades and statutes affected by the two former decisions^ 
and even if it did, the Courts would probably feel themselves 
bound by judgments which are precisely in point, and whose 
authority has never been positively and unmistakably assailed. 
In Day v. Heming^lf indeed, a very similar question was raised 
but not determined. The plaintiff, a printer, sued the 
defendant for a large sum of money due for work and labour, 
use and occupation of premises, and on accounts stated. The 
defendant, besides the common traverse, pleaded two elaborate 
special pleas, setting forth the fact that the plaintiff's printing 
office, types, and presses were not registered with the Clerk of 
the Peace, as required by 39 George III., cap. 79, sec. 23, 
which imposed a penalty for omitting to register. The 

* As it is by 39 and 40 George III., cap. 99, see. 23. 
t 4 L. T. N. S, 443; 9 W. E. 703. 
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Queen's Bench^ on danurrer^ thought the Defendant must 
succeed^ on the authority of casea abreadj cited, and were 
about giving judgment in his favour^ when a happy thought 
seems to have struck Mr. Streeten^ the Plaintiff's counsel, who 
showed that by 7 and 8 Victoria, cap. 71, the Plaintiff, from the 
position of his office, might have registered either with the Clerk 
of the Peace for the city of Westminster, or with the same 
officer for the county of Middlesex, and that as one plea nega^ 
tived registration in the city, but said nothing about the county, 
while the other denied registration in the county, but said 
nothing about the city, it was consistent with either that the 
registration had really taken place in the office of that particular 
Clerk of the Peace which the plea did not mention. This is, 
of course, very fine hair splitting, which would satisfy no one 
who was not willing, nay anxious, to be deceived. The way in 
which the judges jumped at it showed bow little they 
loved the law which their predecessors had made for them. 
They told the defendant's counsel that one plea could 
not help the other, flatly refused his application to amend, 
characterized his pleas as iniquitous, and finally laughed 
him out of court, saying that the defendant in such a case 
should have the law in Portia fashion, but not one atom more, 
their Lordships reminding him with evident gusto of the 
engineer who was ^* hoist with his own petard." So far as we 
are aware, we have had no reported case on these Acts since 
Day V. Hemiug was decided. But it must not be supposed 
that on this account the older decisions remain forgotten or 
inoperative. In how many instances the plaintiff abandons 
his suit because he ' finds it hopeless to go on with it we can 
never know, and how often the point is taken before inferior 
tribunals we can but vaguely ^uess. Only a few weeks ago, 
Colnaghi v. Robertson was heard by the Judge of the City 
Small Debts Court. The plaint was for advertisements 
inserted in a London newspaper, which, it appeared, had not 
been registered in accordance with the Act. Thereupon the 
Judge felt himself bound by previous decisions, and at once 
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nonsuited the plaintiff^ who, we may be sure, would have been 
yery much surprised to hear that the law thus lent its aid to a 
defendant with an indisposition to pay a debt, from the scrupu- 
losity with which it guards against any violation of a legal 
principle which directly discountenances any departure from 
rectitude, but which, in some instances of its practical 
application, has been found to give no little encouragement to 
many doubtful defences. 

The question is, how we may best prevent a recurrence of 
similar scandals, for such we must take leave to consider 
them. That they are looked upon in very much the same 
light by the occupants of the bench, no one can doubt who has 
read the reports of what took place when Day v. Heming was 
argued, though it is hard to say whether the law is more dis- 
credited by the existence of the rule from which their Lordships 
were so anxious to escape, than by the ingenious subterfuges 
to which they were driven, in order to evade a doctrine by 
which, as lawyers, they were bound, but from which, as men, 
they revolted. Every one rejoices to find that the plaintifF 
succeeded, and yet, if Marchant v. Evans^ and Bensley v. 
Bignold are good law, he ought to have failed. Either alter- 
native is unpalatable to those who would have the law not only 
obeyed, but respected. If the ruling which makes implicit 
obedience to the statutes a condition precedent of the right to 
recover, be founded on sound notions of public policy, the 
Judges of the Queen's Bench ought not to have looked with 
such eagle eyes for the means of defeating it If, as they evi- 
dently thought, to apply the rule in such a case was inequitable, 
it is a reproach to our jurisprudence that regard for precedent 
should constrain our highest judicial dignitaries to give 
decisions which their inmost hearts disapprove. The latter, we 
venture to believe, is the view which will most readily commend 
itself to minds not spoiled ^' by a superabundance of technical 
learning," but that is precisely the ^-iew which the bench may 
hold heartily, but which it will hesitate to express authorita- 
tively, because its members could not do that without over^* 
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ruling prior decisions. And yet it is greatly to be desired that 
in some way they should be relieved from the necessity of 
giving an undeserved success to the wrong side. No two 
opinions can be entertained about the nature of pleas which 
the Queen's Bench denounced as '* iniquitous ;'* nor will 
any one, technicalities apart^ gravely maintain that it is 
right to run in a man's debt for work done and materials 
supplied, and then to evade ^payment, because he has 
omitted to print his name at the bottom of a bill, or to register 
his office with the Clerk of the Peace. That the law should 
countenance this at all is quite bad enough, but to do so 
from professed hatred of dolus malusy savours strongly of 
satire upon the system and unfeeling irony towards the suf- 
ferers. When the Acts of 39 Geo. 3, cap. 78 & 79, and 
60 Geo. 3, and 1 Geo. 4, cap. 9, were first passed, we have 
no doubt they were pretty generally observed. Printers 
and newspaper proprietors were then looked upon as rather 
pestiferous people, for whom the State had no great love, and 
who were therefore specially careful to do what they were toldi 
But we have changed all that. A printing or newspaper 
office only requires to be registered once during a proprietor* 
ship, which may last fifty years. Once done, it need never be 
done again while the concern is in the same hands. There is 
no annual or periodical duty to pay ; no notice to be painted 
outside ; nothing, in short, to remind printers or the public of 
the reality of these obligations. Hence the whole thing soon 
fades out of mind, and a new generation grows up, not one in 
twenty of whom, we will venture to say, has ever heard of 
these Acts, while a still smaller proportion dream that igno- 
rant or negligent disobedience to them exposes them to be 
plundered by anybody who chooses to use their capital, and 
then set up a shabby defence. The best way to meet this 
would seem to be to pass a short statute, enacting that hence- 
forth no plaintiff who had failed to comply with the require- 
ments of the Acts in question should be liable to be defeated 
in an action, merely because he had failed to affix his name, or 
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to register bis types or newspapers, as by Pailiaiiieiit required. 
We would leave printen and publishers still liable to penalties 
for their n^lect, as they ought to obey the law, and cannot com- 
plain if they are punished in parliamentary measure for their 
disobedience. But we would not hold out a premium to dis- 
honesty by encouraging defendants to rely on ''iniquitous" tech^ 
nical defences. We should therefore be glad to hear that some 
legal Member of Parliament has reaolred to take up the sub- 
ject, and, by carrying a Bill through Parliament, to redeem 
the law from the reproach to which the decisions on which we 
haTC commented only too justly expose it. By a concurrence 
of authority it has been established that, if one condition in 
a contract be illegal, the contract is only bad in part, but that, 
if one of seyeral consideraticms for the promise be ill^al, the 
whole promise will be void, * because 

^* EToy par( of the contnct is induced and affiscted by the illegal 
consideration, whereas, in cases wheie the consideration is tainted by 
no ill^alitj, but smne of the promises are iUegal, the iU^ality of 
those which are bad does not contaminate these which are good, 
except where, in conseqaence of some peenlisritj in the contract, its 
parts are inseparable or dependent upon one another.** f 

Xow it is impossible seriously to maintain that when a man 
giTcs an order to a printer, or takes an adTertisement to a 
newspaper, he is influenced to make the contract by any 
consideration like an omission to register. The baigain is 
made entirely irrespective of any such formalitT, and it is 
therefore the more to be r^retted that the^orer straining of a 
sound principle should hare visited these ac^ of omission with 
the penalties of positive moral turptude. That the authority of 
the decisions we hare cited should have remained unquestioned 
so long, is unfortunate enough, but we trust that some law 
reformer wiU be found with sufficient skill and resolution to 
prepare and pass a Bill which shall relieve us from the danger 
of having them cited much longer. 

• Fea&eniom€ v. BnMiitfOH. Cro. Eliz., 199. 
t Per Tindal, C.J. in Sk^^U v. £<>^M^r, t Bing. N.C., GI6. 
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abt. VI. — the necessity of further 

PARLIAMENTARY REFORM. 

THE most powerfiil earthly potentate is money. It is the 
universal idol which aU nations have mutually agreed to 
worship. Such is its omnipotent influence that it can make 
kings or consign them to indigence and obscurity : it can 
enslave or emancipate; it finds a ready entrance into any 
citadel but Heaven's, and, according to modern philosophy, 
there is now no reaching Paradise without the aid of this 
ahnighty agent. 

The deference that is paid to it can thus occasion no sur- 
prise. It seems, moreover, to have a more extensive sway 
over men's minds than one at first would deem probable. Its 
nature, its component ingredients of base metal and pure, 
appear to occur to most men, and to exercise an influence over 
them whenever they say or do anything. 

It is well known that gold is blended with alloy, to make the 
compound, when stamped, wear well as money ; this confusion 
of pure and base occurs in everything. All the actions of men 
are similarly made up. Truth is seldom found alone ; it is too 
scarce, or too keen and cutting for common use. Men there- 
fore commonly mix it with the froth of fancy, or the filth of 
falsehood, before they circulate it; we can find no virtue 
without some vice ; we can rarely meet with honesty without 
hypocrisy, or sincerity free from selfishness ; we jcan discover 
very little Christianity without cant, though we frequently 
meet with unadulterated cant without Christianity, just as 
you meet with a counterfeit sovereign entirely without gold.* 

This money-making process of mixing the base with the 
pure is visibly apparent in all the labours of our legislators. 

* In proof of this view, "as to how completely English society is 
pervaded and governed by wealth, see an extract from De Tocque- 
ville's postbamous Works in the '* Essays on Beform," p« 269. 
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Can a single instance be adduced to disprove the truism ? We 
know of none. It would be a waste of time to revert to any 
measure that became law previous to 1830. If there were a 
few particles of popular benefit contained in any of them, they 
were amalgamated with such a mountain of oligarchical dross 
that the atoms were quite lost in the mass. But even since 
that we do not recollect a single achievement which our 
statesmen have effected that does not evince melancholy 
evidence that the money-making process of blending the base 
with the pure was predominant, both in concocting the scheme 
and in the rules for carrying it into operation. No reform of 
abuses has taken place without leaving the roots of disease 
behind to grow up again, and to increase the more vigorously 
in consequence of its virus having been nipped for a time. It 
is true some thorough reforms have been suggested by the 
honest advocates of a pure political currency ; but the more 
numerous dealers in coimterfeit have procured the admission 
of so much alloy that the boasted boon, when brought to the 
test of actual operation, has proved to be only a piece of 
worthless, valueless, base metal, on which a set of knaves have 
been permitted to Impress the guinea stamp. 

The Keform Bill of 1832 affords a fit illustration of the 
preceding remarks. It may be remembered that Earl Russell, 
then Lord John Russell, some years ago, at a dinner given to 
him at Stroud, was reported to have said, " When I was a 
member of the Committee which framed the outline of the 
Reform Bill, I was solicited to prepare a plan of which the chief 
heads were adopted by the Committee* This plan began by dis- 
franchising fifty small boroughs and the partial disfranchise- 
ment of fifty more. It then went on to prepare the enfran- 
chisement of all the great manufacturing towns. After some 
discussion and consideration on the plan, which we ultimately 
submitted to Earl Grey's government, we suggested that the 
vote by ballot should be adopted, and that the duration of 
Parliament should h^five years,'^^ 

It appears then that the first Reform Bill, in its embryo 
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state, contained a clause for the rote by ballot^ and another for 
shortening the duration of Parliament. Had these suggestions 
been made law, no doubt they would have tended very power- 
fully to render the measure what it was held out to be*- a 
genuine parliamentary reform — ^it would haye been a coin 
really valuable and fit for general use. 

What mischievous spirit changed all this intended good into 
positive evilt What malignant genius extracted all the 
practical utility, all the vitality, everything that would have 
made the measure beneficial and effective, and inoculated it 
with the virus of the old corruption which has since turned 
the vaunted Magna Charta into a national grievance? It 
requires no lengthened argument to show that the Reform 
Bill, especially in counties, has inflicted positive evil. Instead 
of extending the popular power of freely electing members of 
the House of Commons, in numerous instances, it has abso- 
lutely contracted it. Before the measure became law, there 
were many boroughs entirely under the control of their patrons, 
but the counties, generally 'speaking, were free. The electors 
of those rotten boroughs were corrupt and purchasable ; but 
county constituencies were comparatively imshackled. Are 
they so nowl The most inveterate opponent of all reform 
would not attempt to prove the affirmative. 

The Reform Bill ultimately disfranchised some of the small 
boroughs ; but it left untouched a large number of others, the 
very sinks of corruption. The Parliamentary inquiries wluch 
since have been so frequently instituted have proved that 
many boroughs are still as strictly pocket boroughs as were 
ancient Sarum and notorious Gatton. These inquiries, con- 
tmued down to the present time, however expensive and 
inefiective, have only exposed these national nuisances ; until 
the late session nothing has been done to remove them. 
The evidence of the practised performers of the dirty work 
has thrown a lurid light upon the mode by which a considerable 
part of the people's Parliament is made up. Within the period 
mentioned a large number of honourable legislators who had 
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thus wiig^ed themselyes into Parliament have been convicted 
of gross bribery, and have been deservedly unseated. The 
seats of many other senators of the same description have 
been roughly shaken, and, judging from the sickly testimony 
which has been adduced on those occasions, it is probable that 
there is stiU a larger number of the people's Parliament equally 
culpable and unscrupulous who have escaped with impunity, 
and remain there to make laws for their countrymen ; to lay 
taxes on the laboiu: and skill of Englishmen, and to trade in 
legislation. Such patriots very generally purchase their seats 
in order to make cent, per cent, of the cost ; in fact they are 
parliamentary tradesmen, and legislative speculators. The 
Spectator lately showed how powerfully joint stock under- 
takings are represented in Parliament. Railways have 225 
members as directors ; financial assurance and banking com- 
panies have 195 members; miscellaneous associations have 
185 members of Parliament as advocates ; most truly, says 
Mr. Sergeant Pulling, more than one third of the whole 
House of Commons are thus personally interested in. under- 
takings which now enjoy, or are seeking, exclusive privileges 
and special advantages at the hands of Parliament. By this 
sjrstem the wildest schemes have their staunch advocates in 
the people's House of Parliament. All the stupendous 
swindles and ruinous machinations which have entrapped and 
pauperized such vast niunbers of confiding people have com- 
monly had Members of Parliament for their projectors, 
directors, and patrons. Let any one examine the lists of 
directors which so continually fill the columns of newspapers, 
and he can see the reason why so large a number of the 
Commons' House of Parliament have been made Members of 
Patliament, and why so little is done in amending bad laws, 
making better ones, and so mucli effected In carrying measures 
touching local or personal interests. Her Most Gracious 
Majesty, in Her speech at the commencement of the session, 
calls attention to subjects requiring new laws or amended ones ; 
but Her faithful Commons have schemes of their own, requiring 
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laws to carry them into operation. The legislative trader* 
people must attend to the business for which they are sent to 
Parliament^ and by the time this personal work is done there is 
only just enough remaining to immolate the results of Her 
Majesty's proposals with the general Slaughter of the Innocents 
at the end of the session. It is alleged that between six and 
66 van hundred Bills of this description were brought in during 
the last session. Making, therefore, some allowance for 
holidays, if the senatorial speculators who thus inundated legis- 
lature with their schemes could have carried their intentions 
into effect. Parliament must have passed Bills at the rate of 
five or six a day throughout the session, leaving Money Bills 
and all other measures out of consideration. The consequence 
has been that scarcely any measure of a public nature has been 
made law. The Bankruptcy Law, the last modification of 
which was apparently made for the purpose of whitewashing 
knavish tradesmen and to waste any trifle that they may let 
remain for the sake of good manners, still remains an expensive 
nuisance. It is true that a Bankruptcy Bill was brought in, but 
it wafr crowded out by the thousand and one private measures. 

The number of attempts at private legislation is not 
generally f^ven; it would afford useful information if the 
names of their authors were published at the end of the 
session; it would make a kind of directory, and point out 
the whereabouts of the senatorial tradesmen. Queen Elizabeth 
refused to pass similar measures. Her Most Gracious Majesty 
Queen Victoria would confer a great benefit on the community, 
and effect a highly useful parliamentary reform, by adopting 
the same course. 

But are the people of England satisfied with this state of 
things ? Have they any doubts upon the topic ? If they have, 
let them search for themselves, and form their own judgment 
on the matter. Our views may be incorrect, and our notions 
erroneous — ^let them examine for themselves ; we intend to state 
facts — ^let them see that they are real ones, and act accordingly* 
Our statement cannot alter the nature of things ; we bring to 
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their notice what we believe to be realities, but they must test 
them, and all we ask is that they will treat them as they find 
them. For instance, we are impressed with the belief that our 
representative system is even now wholly out of gear ; that no 
part of our electoral institutions, as far as the people^ s Parlia- 
ment is concerned, is at all in accordance with our constitu- 
tional theory, with common honesty, or common sense. We 
intend to point out the main defects of each part, and to make 
some remarks on the results of those defects upon the general 
interests of the country. We shall then proceed to sketch a 
plan which, in our opinion, will render the system more effec- 
tive, and better adapted for its purposes, and if the reformers 
of England agree with our views, we trust they will vigorously 
and heartily set to work and have them carried into operation* 
There is an aphorism which affirms that the knowledge of 
a disease is half its cure. Even in political matters, before an 
evil can be eradicated, its cause must be known. The source 
of a common nuisance must be ascertained before an effectual 
remedy can be safely applied. Now, as we have said above, it 
is commonly alleged that our representative system is alto- 
gether disordered. Notwithstanding the number of political 
mechanics that were employed about it, and the amount of 
skill and integrity' which some of them were supposed to have 
brought to the labour cmly a few years ago, the whole fabric is 
said to be again deranged, and all its timbers shaky. Some 
censors assert that what was not very long ago paraded before 
the country as a great measure, labelled ^^ the second Magna 
Chartay and having the imposing attribute of "finality'* 
ascribed to it, has turned out like only the old worn-out system, 
tinkered up with more selfish cunning than honest skill. But 
however this may be, the dissatisfaction with it is so general, 
and the murmurings at the evils which it occasions are so loud, 
that after many royal promises, and pledges by our chief 
statesmen, which ended in nothing, a new firm of repairers of 
such machinery have recently attempted a readjustment, and 
to some extent have accomplished their object. The know- 
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e^ the talents^ the strong inducement to excel in this poir-*^ 
ticalline^ and the indomitable courage of the undertakers^ are 
undoubted, and, though new hands in the trade^ they have 
sncceeded. But really^ to accomplish the end which they 
attempted, it is obvious that the reformers of England must lend 
their combined and zealous assistance. To perform this task 
completely is a herculean labour^ which cannot be accomplished 
without their watchful and hearty co-operation. 

What then are the permanent defects of our representative 
system up to this time ? What are its principal evils ? What 
parts are rotten to such a degree that they must be removed ; 
and how may the remaining portions be so modified and 
strengthened^ as to be put in a proper state of efficient action ? 
To answer these queries satisfactorily^ it is, perhaps, necessary 
to examine the groundwork upon which the representative 
system of boroughs as well as that of counties rests. Take 
the boroughs first. Lord Eussell has told us that the framers 
of the Reform Bill commenced by disfranchising fifty boroughs^ 
and partially disfranchising fifty more. In looking through 
the list of boroughs^ it is not easy for a novice in such matters 
to perceive any reason why some of them were consigned to 
Schedule A, and others suffered to retain the power of sending 
members to Parliament. For example: Okehampton con- 
tained 318 houses in 1831, Pete^sfield 272 ; the first was put 
in Schedule A, the second in Schedule B. Milbum Port con- 
tained 383 houses, Reigate only 256 ; the latter was allowed to 
send a member to the House of Commons, the former was dis« 
franchised. Again, the assessed taxes for Appleby were £476 ; 
for Westbury, £272; and for Malmsbury, £346; the first 
borough was disfranchised, the other two were allowed to send 
a member each. 

But, notwithstanding these apparent anomalies, the list of 
boroughs was made out on a principle which consisted in 
allowing equal weight in the estimation of the relative im- 
portance of a borough, to the number of houses which it con- 
tained and the amount of assessed taxes which it paid. The 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVII. ^ 
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method adopted for carrying this principle into effect was thus 
explained by the late Lieutenant Drummond in a letter to 
Viscount Melbourne. {Hansard^ 3rd series. Vol. IX.) 

1st. " Take the average number of houses contained in the bo- 
roughs to be arranged 5 divide the number of houses in each borough 
by this average number, and a series of numbers will be obtained, 
denoting the relative importance of the different boroughs with 
respect to houses. 

2nd. " Take the average amount of assessed taxes paid by the 
same boroughs, and proceed precisely in the same manner as 
described with respect to the houses ; a series of numbers will result, 
showing the relative importance of the different boroughs with regard 
to the assessed taxes. 

3rd. '' Add together the numbers of these two lists which relate to 
the same boroughs, and a series of numbers will be produced, denoting 
the relative importance of the different boroughs with respect to 
houses and assessed taxes combined." * 

Lieutenant Drummond was highly talented, and a most 

♦ Lieut. Drummond's formula for the relative importance of 
boroughs was thus given in the Phil. Mag., p. 26, vol. 1, new series. 
Put H for the whole number of houses in all the boroughs. 
T the whole. sum paid in assessed taxes. 

B the numerical value of their united relative importance : also 
put h, t, b, for the same of any one of the boroughs. The relative 
importance of a borough may be expressed by the formula 
b = B{m'| + p'|} 

in which B may be any number whatever, and w* and rC are numbers 
which serve to adapt the formula to some hypothesis concerning 
the relation which house importance bears to tax importance. In 
Lieutenant Drummond's rule B was = 1000000, and m' and n' omitted 
as of no importance. His formula stands thus : 



Mr. Pollock proposed the formula b = y ± *. 

Dr. M'Intyre insisted that the correct formula was b = :| 1 . 

It should be remembered that the effects of this mode of determin- 
ing the rights of boroughs to return members are still in operation. 
The Eeform Bill passed in the last session does not disfranchise any 
borough, however insignificant; it leaves the incongruity, but the 
anomalous evil remains* 
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valuable public officer ; he was an accomplished mathematician, 
and most happy in the application of his varied knowledge to 
political affairs. The above rules are founded upon intricate 
formulae, the result of an elaborate analysis. 

No one can more highly appreciate mathematical knowledge 
than we do. There is scarcely any other knowledge that 
admits of such palpable certainty. We should consider our- 
selves guilty of a species of moral treason were we to speak 
one word in its disparagement ; on the contrary, we would 
wilHngly and heartily encourage its application to every variety 
of topic that can reasonably be submitted to such treatment. 
Still it must be allowed that some limit must be put to its use. 
We admire the lamented Drummond's talent and skill in his 
investigations, which led him to form the above rules, but we 
must admit that in such matters, considered broadly and as 
they really exist, there is nothing so fallacious as facts except 
figures. It would be no easy task to maintain that the appli- 
cation of rules or formulae to the depriving of bodies of men of 
the power of sending members to Parliament, or conferring it 
on them, was a kind of hairsplitting, which, however plausible 
and bgenious, must occasion palpable anomalies, and inflict 
apparent if not absolute injustice. In its practical results it 
made distinctions without differences. For example: the 
lowest number obtained by the above rules, to which was 
attached sufficient weight to retain the power of sending a 
member to the House of Commons, was 1,593, Petersfield, 
which was only nine above Araersham, that had 1,584, and was 
put in Schedule A. Now, viewing the subject fairly and con- 
stitutionally, and that the ingredients of taxes and houses, on 
which the rules are grounded, might vary according to circum* 
stances, the conferring the power of returning a member upon 
one ol Hrese boroughs, and denying it to the other, is very like 
gross partiality to the one and gross injustice to the other. 
And, taking this view of the subject, the same remarks apply 
to Ae whole of the boroughs affected by the rules. Except 
the boroughs that have the power of returning independent 

F 2 
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members, the whereabouts of which could hardly be found, 
there was not that difference between the boroughs disfran- 
chised and the boroughs put in Schedule B, and many others, 
as to justify the power conferred on the latter. 

A legendary problem states that a vessel having an equal 
number of Christians and Turks on board was overtaken by a 
terrific storm, and the captain informed the passengers that it 
was impossible to save the ship unless one half of them were 
thrown overboard. The story says the captain made an 
arrangement for making the fatal selection, which was appar 
rently fair and equitable ; but it was so contrived that even- 
tually all the Christians were saved. The rules above given 
were an ingenious device, somewhat similar to the captain's, 
and well contrived to save the half-condemned boroughs. But 
the drowned Turks and the disfranchised boroughs have good 
cause to complain of the application of the respective stratagems. 
However, when the borough system was thus re-constructed, 
when the power of sending members to the House of Commons 
was determined with such mathematical exactness, of course 
that power was made to depend upon some fixed definite 
principle. Surely there was some common relation with regard 
to weight and importance, which pervades the whole series of 
boroughs, new, repaired, and old — a kind of political equity 
that makes it manifest, why, if borough B sends members to 
Parliament, borough C should not have the same privilege — ^in 
a word, that the power of electing our tax-imposers is fairly 
divided amongst the body of electors, and that a mere handful 
of voters have no longer unjustly and absurdly just the same 
amount of power as the most numerous and important consti- 
tuencies — that the few hundred or the few scores of voters of a 
pocket-borough have no longer as much influence in the 
House of Commons as the northern division of Yorkshire, 
Manchester, or Liverpool, and frequently much more. 

Are, then, the nmnbers and wealth of the different constitu- 
encies which now send an equal number of members the same ? 
Are they in any manner equalized ? Is there any common 
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ratio either of property or number of people^ or both combined^ 
that was through our representative system? At this time 
does each member in the House of Commons represent anything 
like the same number of people^ or the same amount of taxable 
property, or both conjointly ? Lastly, is the power to send 
members to Parliament equally distributed^ and the small part 
of the people invested with the elective franchise^ or is the 
whole system^ at this moment^ a congeries of inequalities and 
anomalies ? It is deemed necessary that reformers should con- 
sider these inquiries^ and form an opinion upon them, and, for 
this reason, some palpable irregularities in several parts of the 
system will now be discussed.* 

Dodd, the well known author of " The Peerage, Baronetage,'* 
&c., has during many years published a very useful manual, 
called the "Parliamentary Companion." It gives a brief 
biographical sketch of each member of the peerage, and of each 
member of the House of Commons ; it also sets out in alpha- 
betical order the counties, cities, boroughs, universities, and 
Cinque Ports that return members to Parliament, with a 
statement of the numbers polled at the last contested election, 
the population of each place, the number of registered elector?, 
ten-pound houses, &c., according to the latest returns. If any 
borough be under special influence, this official vade-mecum of 
Parliamentary information duly names the patron. The pub- 
lication comprises a very considerable quantity of useful and 
interesting matter under the above heads, and as the book is 
thoroughly impartial, its facts may generally be relied upon. 

Mr. Mackey, barrister, of the Middle Temple, some years 
ago published a pamphlet, entitled *^ Electoral Districts." The 
pamphlet is referred to because it deserves a careful perusal by 
every Englishman who takes an interest in the Parliamentary 
representation of his country. He clearly points out the 
anomalies and absurdities of the system, which, although they 
require some modification to adapt them for the present state of 

"* Such discussion is still expedient, because in the new Bill all the 
palpable anomalies remain — the evil is only halved. 
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things^ remain in all their astonishing vastnese. The following 
p.re samples of the irregularities which pervade the syeteni. 
The following twenty boroughs, namely : — 



Andover 

Ashburton 

Bodmin 

Bury-St.-rEdmunds 

Chippenham 

Devizes 

Dorchester 



Evesham 

Harwich 

Honiton 

Huntingdon 

Knaresborough 

Leominster 

Ludlow 



Lymington 

Lyme Regis 

Maiden 

Marlborough 

Richmond 

Thetford 



have a population of about 120,000, and have thirty weight 
representatives in the Commons' House of Parliament. The 
following twenty cities and boroughs, viz ; — 



Edinburgh 

Dublin 

Cork 

Belfast 

Wolverhampton 

Greenwich 



London Sheffield 

Liverpool Southwark 

Leeds Tower Hamlets 

Lambeth Westminster 

Manchester Birmingham 

Marylebone Bristol 

' Finsbury Glasgow 

have an aggregate population of 5,267,000, and also return 
forty members. The above twenty boroughs have one member 
for about every 3,000 persons. The last named twenty 
cities and towns have one member for about every 130,000 
persons ; thus one group balances the other in the House of 
Commons, though the population of the latter is forty-three 
times that of the former. The Parliamentary districts of the 
Metropolis contain a population of about 2,300,000, and 
send, sixteen members to Parliament. The eight boroughs, 
Evesham, Harwich, Honiton, Leominster, Lymington, Marl- 
borouo-li* Richmond, and Thetford, with a population of about 
38 OOO9 also, up to this time, send sixteen members to Parlia- 
ment. I^ *^® Metropolis were represented equally with this 
crroup of boroughs, it would have nearly 1,000 members, and 
were the above named boroughs represented on the earae scale 
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fts the Metropolis^ instead of sending sixteen members^ they 
would have only about one fourth of a member amongst the 
lot. 

A few years ago eaeh boiough member in England, on an 
average, represented 17,000 persons, and 1,045 electors; at 
present these numbers are lai^er. The following English 
boroughs have the power to send members to Parliament, 
though the population of each is less than 6,000 : — 

Boroaghs. Popolation. Registered Electors. Members. 

Andover . . 5,430 

Arundel . . 2,498 

Ashburton . . 3,062 

Dartmouth . . 4,444 

Evesham . . 4,680 

Harwich . . 5,070 

Honiton . . 3,301 

Leominster . . 5,658 

Liskeard . . 6,585 

Lyme Regis . . 3,215 

Lymington . . 5,179 

Marlborough . 4,893 

Northallerton . 4,755 

Richmond . . 5,134 

Thetford . . 4,208 

Now admitting, for the sake of argument, that either of 
these boroughs ought to have the power to send a member to 
Parliament, can any reason be assigned why some of them are 
allowed to send two members and others only one ? Thus, 
Ashburton has 279 electors and sends only one member ; Honi- 
.ton has 280 electors and sends two ; Liskeard has 437 electors 
and sends one member. These are statistical facts, can they 
be justified ? The inequalities of our representative system 
will perhaps appear in a still stronger light to any one who 
will accustom himself for a time to compare great things with 
small ones. Thus, Liverpool has 9,504 registered electors to 
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each member; Honiton has 140; the Tower Hamlets have 
11,685; Andover has 122 ; Mary-le-bone has 10,804; Marl- 
borough 135 ; again, at Manchester each member represents 
178,989 persons; at Thetford, each member represents 2,104; 
the Tower Hamlets have 323,922 persons for each member ; 
Evesham has a member for 340 persons. 

These are only a sample of the anomalies of our representative 
system; but if every kind of disproportion had been com- 
pressed into one large disparity, and had that disparity been 
adopted as the guiding rule in apportioning the power to send 
members to Parliament, the above specimen might be some 
practical illustration of its successful application. From be- 
ginning to end of the entire system the same anomalies occur. 
A chaos of absurdities forms its order. Another mode of 
exhibiting the gross incongruities of the system is, by balan- 
cing the power of one place with that of another, as it exists in 
the present House of Commons. Thus, Tavistock and Honi- 
ton, with a population of 12,168 and 711 electors, have as 
much weight in the House of Commons as the North and South 
of Devon, together with a population of 584,363 and 18,338 
electors. In the same manner Maldon balances Manchester, 
and Marlborough, in the parliamentary scales, weighs as much 
as Mary-le-bone ; Harwich is a set-ofF for the Tower Hamlets, 
and Ludlow, in the House of Commons' scales, weighs as much 
as Liverpool. 

But it may be supposed that this inequality is attributable 
to the superabundance of wealth which the lesser boroughs 
contain, and that wealth and intelligence have formed the 
basis of the scale. Nothing of the kind. Take the metropoli- 
tan districts as compared with the group of eight boroughs 
already named ; on the one side there are three millions of 
people and more property than is accumulated on any other 
spot of the globe of equal dimensions ; on the other about 
37,000 people with only comparatively petty interests at stake, 
and the whole, as far as the franchise is concerned, is nearly 
under local influence^ 
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The preponderance of wealth in the large boroughs is more 
striking than that of the population. The group of large 
boroughs and cities given above comprises a large proportion 
of the entire wealth of the kingdom, whereas the small 
boroughs are, by comparison, insignificant in point of wealth. 
For example, the vote of Liverpool is counterbalanced by that 
of Honiton, each returning two members ; whereas the present 
rateable value of Liverpool is £ 2,402,584, that of Honiton 
£ 9^965. The property of the latter is one two-hundred-and- 
fortieth of that of the former ; yet, in all votes affecting taxation 
and other matters of public policy, the property of Honiton is 
an equipoise for that of Liverpool. This is only one example ; 
but the same enormous disproportion exists between the rate- 
able property of all the large constituencies and that of the 
small ones. Eeformers should satisfy themselves by testing 
the facts that have been mentioned, by balancing the property 
and population of the large places with the like statistics of 
the small boroughs which have the same parliamentary influence, 
and form their own opinion as to whether these incomprehen- 
sible inequalities do not form a political monstrosity which 
disfigures and disgraces the British constitution. 

It must not be forgotten that when the new state of things 
comes into operation, £ 9,965 at Honiton will balance £1,201,292 
at Liverpool. 

Notwithstanding the absurd and pernicious discrepancies 
which exist between small boroughs and large ones — some of 
which have been pointed out above, it may be fancied by the 
uninitiated in electoral matters that boroughs great and smaU 
are now unfettered; that, at all events, the Reform Bill 
shared off the very rotten and the mere pocket boroughs. 
The Reform Bill certainly effected a little partial good by 
putting a number of small boroughs in Schedule A. Had 
that measure been really efficient in this respect, it would have 
left none of them out; but did that memorable enactment 
extinguish all the pocket boroughs? Let us again turn to 
Dodd's Parliamentary Vade-mecum, and search and see ; as 
the result we give the following specimens : — 
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1. ABUNi>SL.«-The Duke of Norfolk baa coiuiderable influence in 
this borough. At the last general election the Duke's second son, 
the Bight Hon* Lord Edward George Fitzallan Howard, was 
returned by his noble father's 185 electors. 

2. AsHBUBTON. — ^Lord Clinton has the onlj influence prevailing 
here. This is a mistake. Sir J. Mathison, or his representatiTe, 
has it. 

3. Belfast. — ^The Marquis of Donegal has considerable influence 
in this borough. The Marquis sends Sir Hugh Cairns and Samuel 
Gibson Grattj to take care of it. 

4. Bbidgnobth. — In some degree under the influence of the 
Whitmore family. 

5. BuBY St. EDMimD's. — The Duke of Grafton and the Marquis 
of Bristol have considerable influence in this borough. 

6. Calne. — The Marquis of Lansdowne has influence in this 
borough ; the Eight Hon. Robert Lowe is at present the Marquis's 
representative. 

7. Cabdiff Distbict. — The noble family of Bute have influence 
here, and Mr. James Frederic Dudley Crichton Stuart is its member, 

8. Cabdigak. — ^Mr. W. E. Powell and the family of Pryse of 
Goggerddan have the prevailing interest, and Mr. Edward I^wis 
Pryse very naturally represents it. 

9. Chatham. — ^The Dockyards and other Government establish- 
ments of this port give the government of the day considerable 
influence over the elections. 

10. Chippenham. — Sir John Neild has considerable influence in 
Chippenham, and returns himself to Parliament as the most proper 
person to represent it. 

11. Chesteb. — The Grosvenor family have great influence in this 
city. Earl Grosvenor returns himself to manage it, taking Mr. W. 
H. Gladstone with him, to assist him in the task. 

12. Cibehcbsteb. — The Bathurst family has influence here. Mr. 
Bathurst, one of the family, is sent to Parliament, and the Hon. 
Ralph Heneage Dutton is returned as his companion. 

13. Devonpobt. — The public establishments at this port give 
the Government considerable influence in the elections ; but lately 
bribery has prevailed over Grovernment influence. 
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14. DovKB.-^The Warden of the Cinque Porto haa cimtideFable 
inflasDce, 

15. DuDLET.^The prevaUing influeuoe iu the borough is that of 
Lord Ward. 

16. DuNaANHON. — ^The Dake of Devonshire possesses considerable 
influence here. 

17. Enniskili^bn, — ^The Earl of Enniskillen has paramount in- 
fluence in this town. The Earl entrusts his interest to the care of 
his relatire, the Honourable Henrj Arthur Cole. 

18. £t£. — Sir E. Kerrison's influence in this borough is consider- 
able. The honourable baronet represents his own interest. 

19. Helston. — ^The Duke of Leeds has considerable interest in 
this borough ; Mr. J. J. Bogers has nearly as much. 

20. HoBSHAM. — ^The Duke of Norfolk's interest is considerable, 
but by no means predominant* 

21. Huntingdon. — ^The interest of the Earl of Sandwich pre- 
dominates in this borough. 

22. Launceston. — The Duke of Northumberland's interest here 
is very considerable. Wirrington, which gave the influence to the 
Duke, has recently been sold, and consequently the Duke's interest in 
the borough was included in the bargain. 

23. Lichfield. — ^The interest of the Earl of Lichfleld here is 
considerable ; the Earl sends his relative, the Honourable Augustus 
Ad son, to represent it. 

24. LupLOW.*— The interest of the Earl of Powis is considerable 
here, and his relative, the Honourable G. H. W. W. Clive, is sent to 
Parliament to take care of it. 

25. Malmesbury. — Lords Suflblk and Radnor divide the in- 
fluence. Lord Suflblk's eldest son, Viscount Andover, is deputed to 
represent the whole influence. 

26. Malton. — The Earl FltEwilliam has considerable influence 
here, and he sends his relative, the Honourable C. W. W. 
Fitzwilliam, to represent it. 

27. Marlborough. — The Marquis of Aylesbury has some 
influence here, and he sends his relative. Lord Ernest Bruce, and 
connection, Mr. Henry Bingham Baring, to take care of it. 

28. Great Marlow. — Mr. Williams's influence here is very con- 
siilerable. He goes to Parliament to represent himself. 



76 The Necessity offurilur Parliamentary Reform. 

29. MiDHUBST. — The Efu-l of Egmont possesses influence here. 

30. Morpeth. — ^The Earl of Carlyle has considerable inflaence 
in this borough. 

31. Newakk. — The Duke of Newcastle has much influence here, 
and he sends his relative, Lord Arthur Pelham Clinton, to take care 
of it. 

32. Nbwcastle-under-Lyne. — The Duke of Sutherland has 
considerable influence here. 

33. Nobthallerton. — The Earl of Harwood has some influence 
in this borough. 

34. Pembroke. — The Owen family have great interest here. Sir 
Hugh Owen Owen goes to Parliament himself. 

35. Penryn. — ^The Government of the day has considerable 
influence in Falmouth and Penryn. 

36. Peterborough. — This is usually considered the borough of 
Lord Fitzwilliam. 

37. Poole. — The family of Guest possesses influence here, which 
was purchased with lands in the neighbourhood. 

38. Radnor. — Mr. Price has considerable influence in this 
borough, and he goes to Parliament to represent it. 

39. Reigate. — ^Earl Somers has influence in this borough, but 
not so much as bribery. 

40. Richmond (York). — The Earl of Zetland has considerable 
influence here, from property and residence in the neighbourhood. 

41. RiPON. — Earl de Grey has the patronage of Ripon. 

42. Rye. — The influence of the Lamb family is still great, but it 
is now shared by that of Smith, of Springfield Lodge. 

43. Sandwich, — The Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports and the 
Government of the day divide the influence here. 

44. Shaftesbury. — The Marquis of Westminster has some in- 
fluence here. 

4J* Stamforb*— The Marquis of Exeter possesses most of the 
£10 houses in the borough; his nominee. Viscount Cranbou me, 
enti them iu the House of Commons. 

Tamavoiith, — ^The property possessed by Sir Robert Peel in 
Ifough and neighbourhood gives him considerable influence. 
Iiembevi for the borough are Peels. 
Tavistock* — Tlie Duke of Bedford has considerable influence 
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in Tavistock. A. J. E. Russell, who represents it, is a relative. 
To the credit of Tavistock, however, it oaght to be mentioned that 
at the last election, when there were four candidates, the whole 
amount of election expenses sent in to one of the candidates was 
£14 ; he objected to £5 of that sum, and the whole amount paid for 
a severely contested election by that candidate was only £9. 

48. Thetford. — ^The Duke of Grafton and Lord Ashburton have 
considerable influence in this borough. The eldest son of the one 
and a friend of the other are sent to Parliament to take charge of it 
in the people's Parliament. 

49. Wabeham. — Mr. Calcraft has some influence in this borough, 
which he represents himself. 

50. Warwick. — The Earl of Warwick has considerable influence 
in this place. 

51. Whitehaven.— The Earl of Lonsdale has great interest 
here, and he deputes his relative, Mr. Bentinck, to take care of it. 

52. Wilton. — The Earl of Wilton has considerable influence in 
this borough. 

63» Woodstock. — The Duke of Marlborough has great influence 
in this borough. 

This listj though of some lengthy is only the published account 
of boroughs under the influence of certain lords, ladies^ and 
gentlemen — a mere sample. If the policy of small boroughs 
and in numerous instances of large ones as well^ be scrutinized 
it will be found that nearly the whole of them are governed by 
their rulers' pockets ; or that they are ready and watchful for 
rulers who have pockets sufficiently capacious to contain the 
price of their independence. The Reform measure of 1867 
leaves this pocket-borough influence untouched^ or only 
modified. Its authors have not yet completed their under- 
taking — very likely they will perceive that they must set to 
work again. 

From what has been said it can hardly be disputed that the 
basis devised by the Reform Bill of 1832, upon which the 
privilege of sending members to Parliament was attached to 
or taken from boroughs, was unjust in principle, inasmuch as 
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it dififrandiifled a number of borouglui scarcely distlngnishable 
in population and importance from a large number of other 
boroughs that were allowecl to retain the power of sending 
representatives to the Commons' House of Parliament. The 
Reform Bill in this respect was doubly pernicious and con- 
stitutionally bad^ because it perpetrated a legal distinction 
between two groups of boroughs equally corrupt and to the same 
degree nationally mischievous; for by retaining the small 
boroughs it countenanced and adopted the very worst linea- 
ments of the old rotten system. The roots of the political 
cancer are not eradicated ; it has since grown vigorously and 
become as virulent as ever. If the reader have any doubts 
upon this point let him turn to the disgraceful evidence 
recently adduced at Yarmouth, Reigate, Totnes, &c. In 
dealing with the small boroughs at the epoch referred to, the 
grand error was, not in putting some insignificant boroughs 
into Schedule A, but in not disfranchising the whole lot of 
purchaseable and pocket boroughs; a pofitical dtmderatum 
that remains to be effected. 

An endeavour has been made to expose the absurd ine- 
qualities which exist between boroughs having the same weight 
in the House of Commons, and to make the fact prominent 
that the most populous and opulent cities and boroughs are 
counterbalanced by insignificant places having neither popular 
tion nor property to justify their legislative power ; but there 
is another point that deserves consideration; pariiiamentary 
influence as applied to persons in the large and wealthy 
constituencies, is almost infinitesimal, whereas in the small 
boroughs it is condensed to a point and used by some ruling 
attorney or governing leader altogether for his self interest, 
but generally injuriously to the welfare of the community, the 
commander of a corrupt borough and all his dependents fatten 
on the public detriment and grow great on the people's wrongs. 

The fact is, the dominant managers of a small borough have 
absorbing interest with the member returned, and are fre- 
quently thus brought to the favouring notice of tiie Gtovem* 
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ment. One inetance may be given as eample. At a Binall 
and ineignificant borough a leading attorney was one of the 
borough rulers ; he had a clever and active clerk ; that derk 
was made a registrar in a court of bankruptcy — thus, by de- 
testable borough influence, he was put in a legal post of a 
thousand a year, to the exclusion of men who were duly quali« 
fied by professional training for the proper discharge of such 
duties. The borough ruler, however, did not promote his fac- 
totum so as to pass over his nearer relatives : one son^ after 
filling other well-paid offices, was made a Tithe and Inclosure 
Commissioner, with a salary of fifteen hundred a year ; and 
another son was made the Treasurer of County Courts, with a 
stipend of about one thousand a year, so that one magnate of a 
paltry borough obtained posts worth between three and four 
thousand a year. It may safely be asserted that neither of the 
lucky recipients would have had the least chance to get any- 
thiug of the kind had they resided at a distance from the little 
pocket borough. As long as such boroughs are allowed to 
send members to Parliament, so long will it be impossible to 
put tlie right men in the right place ; the rulers of such bo- 
roughs have peculiar influence for getting posts, and conse- 
quently the power of putting square plugs into round holes. 
In England, George III. said that any man who can get a post 
is always fit for it, hence the all qualifying nature of rotten 
borough influence ; we have yearly experience to prove that it 
is a due preparation for any Q-ovemment post whatever. 

A few small boroughs have been selected, which are alleged 
to be under influence of certain lords, ladies, and gentlemen — the 
official phrase genteelly employed to denote ^^ pocket boroughs." 
We hear occasionally of ** packed Parliament ; " what does the 
term mean ? It seems to imply that the House of Commons 
to a considerable degree is composed of members who are 
deputed by lords, ladies, and gentlemen to take their seats, 
instead of being freely elected by independent constituencies, 
according to the old fashioned but perhaps erroneous theory of 
the English constitution. Still, is the people's House of 
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Parliament^ at present^ a packed Parliament, or not ? Or is it 
partly packed and partly unpacked ; and if sO; to what extent 
does the packed part counteract the free? Who are the 
members whom the people freely send as their representatives? 
It will hardly be maintained that electors have much discretion 
in the matter, when their nominal member goes to Parliament 
to represent his own interest ; or yet when some lord, lady, or 
gentleman deputes a son, or relative, or nominee to represent 
his, her, or their interest. Nor will it be affirmed that a member 
is one of free choice, when the strength of his purse compels 
the thoroughly independent electors to send him as their 
honourable member; such as at Yarmouth, Reigate, Totnes, &c. 
Is it likely that either of the descriptions of legislators which 
have been indicated will prefer the public Interest to their own | 
The packed members, if there are such, are engaged in 
parliamentary trade, and, like other judicious and sharpsighted 
dealers, profit is their aim — they represent purse interest, and 
they are not oblivious of the main chance ; their guiding rule 
is — '^ make hay whilst the sun shines." Notwithstanding the 
glaring anomalies of the system which enables so large a 
number of the House of Commons to be elected by boroughs 
so utterly insignificant in wealth and population when com- 
pared with other towns which have no such power, the system 
is defended on the grounds that small boroughs are necessary as 
the avenues for the representation of special interests. That 
is, they enable certain men to enter the House of Commons 
who would be wholly shut out were it not for these convenient 
avenues. But the people's House of Parliament ought to be 
constituted so as to preserve the people's rights, and not for 
the mere convenience of men who desire to become legislators ; 
it was not originally designed for such a purpose, nor can it be 
maintained that ambitious men who find their way into the 
House of Commons through the dirty ways of small and insigni- 
ficant boroughs are more patriotic and independent than 
others who are freely chosen by the people. Mr. Hare, in his 
suggestive and learned treatise ^^ on the Election of Kepresen- 
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taiiyes^" puts this fallacious allegation in its proper light. He 
adduces the following twelve boroughs^ namely, Arundel, 
Honiton, Ashburton, Lyme Regis, Thetford, Totnes, Harwich, 
Dartmouth, Evesham, Wilts, Beigate, and fiichmond as fair 
examples of boroughs which afford avenues to the House, 
through which ambitious men enter; and he asks — 

** What classes do the electors of these boroughs represent? Of 
what opinions are they the exponents — ^what interest do they protect? 
What have these unfortunate voters done that they should be put 
forward in so prominent a place as the few men whose judgment in 
the choice of legislators may be more safely trusted than that of the 
great body of their countrymen ? It is a position which is 
almost certain to expose their wisdom to doubt and their virtues to 
danger." 

It is difficult to see in what respect any particular class 
interest in the nation would suffer if the twelve boroughs 
above named ceased as such to exist. It would be a curious 
speculation to take the political history of any of the small 
boroughs, and, following the votes of its representatives for the 
last half century, to ascertain what distinctive opinions or 
feelings the action of its electors has been the means of im- 
parting to the legislature. 

"If," says Mr, Hare, "it be the object of any party to preserve 
the small boroughs, either with or without the ballot, for the purpose 
of securing what they may deem the advantage of reserving some 
seats which shall be accessible to pecuniary influences, a more honest 
and a not less effectual course would be at once to propose that a 
certain number of seats should be put up to auction, and that the 
State should have the benefit of the purchase money.** 

Perhaps enough has been said on the anomalies of the 
borough system as it at present exists to draw public attention 
to the matter. What then are the results of that system on 
our national affairs. What are the most prominent evils 
arising from the rotten and purchasable borough scheme? 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XL VII. G 
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What has beeB« and what are, its effects on British interests? 
To answer these questions satisfactorily it will be necessary 
shortly to reyert to past events, to discuss some of the results 
of the rotten borough system, when in its more vigorous opera- 
ti<m» as well as its consequences in more modem times. 

During the long reign of King George the Third about 
seven hundred million pounds were added to the national debt. 
Historians tell us that thousands of years ago kings of Egypt 
erected the pyramids as temples and mausoleums ; but be the 
object for erecting them what it might, they still remain in all 
their sombre hugeness, setting time at defiance ; their vastness 
marks the ravages of ages, and they would appear to be as 
everlasting as their parent rocks, unless some overwhelming 
natural convulsion should shake their foundations. Our 
George the Third, by the aid of his ministers, erected a monu- 
ment as vast and likely to be equally enduring — the golden 
pyramid of the National Debt. The pyramids of Cheops, 
Memphis, and Ghisa stand as eternal emblems of kingly folly 
and royal extravagance. The people's energies were wasted, 
and the wealth of the country thrown away upon these vast 
and useless rows of stones. What future generations thou- 
sands of years hence may think and say of the English pyramid 
it is impossible to predict. The epoch of its erection is now 
considered by the genuine admirers of the rotten borough 
system as the golden age. Every thoroughbred tax-eater 
dwells on the glorious period in raptures. It was the me- 
morable era when rotten boroughs, unlimited taxation, and 
wholesale hanging were in full operation. It was the splendid 
age when pocket boroughs produced their patriots numerous 
and hungry, and rotten boroughs yielded their crops of states- 
men vastly wise, and wisely grasping. Heroes, statesmen, 
and stupendous debt — these boirough iSowers and borough 
fruits were very fine and very abundant — they were hothouse 
productions which generally reach the highest perfection wh«i 
the putrescent carcase qb the rotting mass that supports them 
is of suitable magnitude and sufficiently putrid. How msny 
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ages our astottnding pyraniid ol debt may stand no one can 
pretend to say. Some enthusiastic patriots may hope that, at 
some time^ one of the yenerable Tors on old Dartmoor may 
trim out to be all gold, and that it will be appropriated to the 
payment of the debt ; but unless some English dorado of that 
kind should fortunately be discovered, our only mode of 
dealing honestly with our mountain of debt so as gradually to 
diminish it, and thus prevent its crushing itseK to atoms by 
its own weight, is by a careful management of our income, and 
a substantial retrenchment in our expenditure ; in a word, by a 
thorough financial reform throughout our establishments, civil, 
military, and naval, domestic and foreign. Not by a shabby 
curtailment of pay from men who in reality do the public woA, 
and who are often insufficiently paid for their labour, but by 
abofishing all offices that are useless, and by paying men who 
do little or nothing, exactly as much as they deserve, and no 
more. There are financial matters which the pruning hook of 
reform would much improve. Many sound-thinking men are 
of opinion that the circumstances of the country imperatively 
require that its application should not be delayed. England 
has, in an eminent degree, the two things that confer con- 
sequence — great possessions and great debts. The one makefe 
her influential, the other ought to make her carefully judicious. 
But then elements of national greatness require especial 
caution in managing to prevent them from becoming destruc- 
tive by their immensity. A careful and complete fiitancittl 
reform would appear to be the only certain preservation against 
such a catastrophe, but before it is possible to effect such 
reform, the rotten and pocket system must be abolished, and 
the House of Commons be filled with representatives indepen- 
dently chosen by the great bulk of free EngBshmen. 

But in deaHng with our Alpine mountain of national debt, 
with all its difficulties and dangers, reformers may, and we 
think they should, bear in mind, that seven hundred millions ol 
that debt was recklessly contracted by taking about sixty 
potmdsdown for a promise to pay a hundred pounds — this 

G 2 
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was the swindling mode of burthening the people with debt 
when petty boroughs were numerous and dominant; very 
probably the pyramid would not have been erected in all its 
hugeness had not the small and rotten boroughs been in un- 
restrained operation. Human butchery on a gigantic scale was 
the staple trade of that system^ and the gallows was its school- 
master. If any want a summary of the rotten-borough policy, 
circumspice^ look at your stupendous pyramid of national debt, 
which confounds by its vastness. Turn to the annals of past 
events and count, if possible, the tens of thousands of our 
countrymen who have been slaughtered at the royal game of 
, cut-throats. Take a retrospective view of our national trans- 
actions at home, and see the thousands of our countrymen 
who have been strangled; numbers for forgery who could 
neither read nor write, and hundreds of other victims for the 
most frivolous offences. Had the people been justly repre- 
sented, these wanton wholesale squanderings of money would 
not have been permitted^ and these Draconian laws, sanguinary 
and savage, would never have befouled the statute book, nor 
stained the character of the country. Fortunately^ most of 
these bad laws have been abrogated and, equally to our credit, 
some of the rotten boroughs have been deprived of the power 
to do mischief; but it has been shown that there is still a liurge 
number that remain in all their abomination ; more work for 
the skilful and courageous Chancellor of the Exchequer is 
here indicated. 

When pocket boroughs were in the zenith of their glory, 
the great art of government consisted principally in finding 
and making official posts for lords and lordlings, and its chief 
science consisted in filling these posts with the most influential 
members of the ruling class, *^ An upright minister " says a 
writer, **asks what recommends a man, a corrupt minister, 
M?Ao?" In the age referred to the minister's question was 
invariably, who recommends ? The possession of a rotten 
borough was a near approach, and almost a certain inlet, to 
place and power* The way to a peerage was through this 
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description of bog; at any rate, nothing was so likely to obtain 
for its owner a sprig of nobility^ and hence the lucky one 
became at once qualified for any official duties whatever ; we 
have already quoted one of George the Third^s philosophic 
maxims^ that any man is fit for any post that he can get^ and 
there can be no doubt upon the point, brains or no brains, 
lords with a rotten borough or two under their control were 
always considered the fittest persons to fill any official posts to 
which large pay is attached, and a number of underlings to 
perform all the duties. Those who examine for themselves will 
find throughout the chapter that no talent, however splendid, 
or ability however great, stood the least chance in competing 
with even the fifth cousin of a lord who had a borough or two 
under his control ; this was in the rotten borough age, but, to 
a very great extent, the same baneful influence and the same 
exclusive system is still in unimpaired operation. 

We have discifissed at some length the origin of our 
pyramid of debt, and we may now observe that it has been pro- 
pounded by men in high station, that we of the present 
generation ought to diminish that mountainous burthen, and 
not peimit it to go down to posterity in all its vastness ; this 
doctrine seems very patriotic ; to apply any surplus of income 
over expenditure to diminishing the national debt instead of 
lessening taxation, does not look much amiss in print ; but it 
demands some consideration before it is carried into eflect ; in 
the first place, the present generation of Englishmen had no 
voice in creating the debt ; it has been handed down to us by 
men who cannot be called upon to pay it ; we are their posterity, 
and they omitted to do for us what we are told we ought to do 
for our successors ; besides this, the taxes which a surplus 
enables us to remove, are commonly taken from the food of 
the masses who have nothing whatever to do with imposing 
taxes, notwithstanding the immense sums which they pay, and 
therefore, it would be doubly unjust not to continue the benefit 
to them that accrued from taking off taxes. We cannot under- 
take to benefit posterity in this way ; the mode of fairly 
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e€b€ting t^ object is by curtailing our expesditure in «li tb« 
departiaeiits of tlie State, from the top to tiie bottom ; much 
might be done ia this munner — as soon as w« can get a House 
of Commoiis which fairly represents free En^isfameii — but, in 
the mewtime, we must not allow our hea^ry expenditure to be 
continued for the sole benefit of the tax-eating classes, and at 
the sam^ time tax the unrepresented part of the community 
for the profit of posterity. 

Some remarks have been made on the absurdity of permitting 
boroughs with small population and inconsiderable property to 
send members to Paiiiament — we fancy the inconsistency must 
be palpable — but to give them an equal right with the most 
populous and opulent cities and boroughs is a part that reflects 
disparagingly on the national judgment. It' is worth re- 
peating, that there is great mischief attending the incongruity 
of making small boroughs and large ones equal as to their 
power in Parliament. The influence in a small borough is 
always condensed, and generally rests in some ruling agent or 
governing attorney. Moreover, insignificant boroughs are very 
commonly represented by place-men, so that the dominant 
manager of the borough has a direct communication with the 
rulers of the State, and his wishes therefore must be and are 
attended to. Hence, his tribe, whatever be their qualifications 
if they have any, are always upon George the Third's standing 
maxim adapted for the public, and no other candidate can 
successfully compete with them. We have already given a 
noted specimen in proof of this, and we advert to the subject 
for the purpose of adding^ that the consequence is that the 
public, instead of having the most efiicient servants to do its 
work, has frequently a set of bunglers whose only qualification 
for the performance of their duty is rotten borough influence. 
Two common evils are in this way perpetrated ; the public is 
indifferently served, and influential mediocrity or incapacity is 
openly preferred to talent and fitness ; the public apparently 
thrusts aside men of ability and integrity, and appears to 
prefer the unqualified or the unfit fpr its services. We have 
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adduced one faring instance of borough influence in this 
respect. If other illustrations are necessary almost every 
smaU borough will supply it; we shall find men connected 
with its ruling chiefs in high and responsible posts^ which 
neither their acquirements nor their natural abilities would have 
obtained for them. Rotten borough influence has lifted them 
over the heads of their superiors in every respect, and forced 
them into a position which nature never intended for them, 
and which does not legitimately belong to them ; if they are 
not too dull to be surprised at anything, they must wonder 
how they came there ; they are exponents of the system so 
graphically described in the evidence given at Eeigate, 
Totnes, &c. These are only some evils of the small borough 
system. Reformers should examine it more completely for 
themselves, so as to form a sound judgment as to whether it 
has not been the nursing mother of past and present extrava- 
gance — the main cause of our enormous encumbrances; the 
grand bulwark of misrule ; the rampart that has guarded and 
still maintains every corrupt practice on a comprehensive 
scale; in fact, the chief impediment which even now stands 
in the way of all useful reforms, whether local or general, 
legal or financial. 

Let reformers form their opinion as to whether the very 
nature of the scheme be not directly antagonistic to popular 
rights and national equity. Should d candid review of the 
past and present lead them to the conclusion that our repre* 
Bentative system, as it is and as it is proposed to be, is unsuited 
to the requirements of the age in which we live, as well as 
unfair and unjust in its principal bearings — that as a prelimi- 
nary step to any general improvements in our social and 
political orders it must be modified, as to annul its absurd 
irregularities, and to make it work more equitably — let them 
speak out and make that conclusion known. At all events let 
them not halt between two opinions ; if they prefer extrava- 
gance and are enamoured of heavy taxation — ^if in their minds 
reforms, financial as well as others, are unnecessary — ^why then 
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let them be silent ; in that case they can feel no interest in any 
measure, however complete and well devised, and they will 
therefore part with indifference, or enter the cave of Adullam 
once with their confreres^ and denounce it as revolutionary and 
fraught with spoliation. But if, on the other hand, they desire 
the exercise of sound economy in national and local matters, 
and that all classes of Englishmen shall possess and freely 
exercise equal political rights, let them not delay in making 
their wishes known. Let them make known to political 
leaders the sort of reform which the people of England want 
and will have : press upon them how important it is at this 
strange juncture, when mighty dynasties depend as it were 
upon the hazard of the die, that the truly loyal people of this 
country should generously, and on the part of the Government 
spontaneously, be made to feel that they have social liberties 
and political rights in this their fatherland which are pecu- 
liarly deserving their care, and richly worth their defending 
should they be attacked, and not leave them under their pre- 
sent irritating impression that they are heavily taxed without 
representation, and that the proceeds of their skill and ceaseless 
industry are recklessly squandered and uselessly wasted. 

We have now discussed some of the evils of the rotten 
borough system. There are, however, other matters of para- 
mount importance, in which the House of Commons appears to 
have abdicated its functions as the custodian of the national 
purse and the dispenser of the people's money. The enormous 
increase of the public debt during the reign of George the 
Third was animadverted upon in a preceding page; that 
crushing load of debt was incurred by a reckless war. It is 
admitted, that to make pefl^e or war is a breach of the prero- 
gative, but it is an undisputed fact that neither the one nor 
the other is ever proclaimed by the Sovereign alone, but always 
by the consent and with the advice of the Crown's advisers — 
the Cabinet of the day. Now in these matters, which are 
frequently stupendous in their consequences, if Parliament 
happens to be sitting whilst the quarrel is engendering, if any 
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inquiiieB are made by the House of Commons, they are an- 
swered by an alleged inconvenience which would attend any 
discussion of the subject which is under the consideration of 
the different governments, and no information is obtained ; the 
subject by this subterfuge is blinked. If any inquiries are 
made after the rupture has commenced, they are answered by 
denying the utility of any disquisition on the matter, as the 
quarrel had commenced, and consequently all the House has 
to do is to find the means for prosecuting the war with that 
vigour which may end in success ; that is, the inquiry on any 
head is always too soon or too late, and in this way the House 
of Commons, the idtimate paymasters of the result of the 
entanglement, is kept in profound ignorance of all its bearing, 
until they are called upon for millions of pounds in taxes to pay 
the expenses incurred. If the members of the House of Com* 
mens were what they pretend to be — ^the elected guardians of 
the people's money — ^they would not submit to be hoodwinked 
and treated in this supercilious manner. In former timcR they 
acted differently, and, it must be added, more consistently and 
honestly. We learn from Sir E. Creasy's Treatise on the 
English Constitution, that in ancient times no war was com- 
' menced without calling on Parliament, making it fully ac- 
quainted with all the circumstances of the case, and obtaining 
the Commons' consent to find the necessary supplies, should 
they consider war necessary or inevitable. The House of 
Commons in those days acted up to their duty. Botten and 
pocket boroughs had not then filled the house with parlia- 
mentary traders, ever ready to take advantage of large expen- 
diture, in order that they or their dependents may gain an 
honest penny in their legislative trade. A thorough parlia- 
mentary reform will restore the people's Parliament to its 
pristine watchfulness and utility in these and other matters. 
When that important object is effected, if large expenditures 
of public money are incurred without their knowledge and con- 
sent, the spenders will be taught ^' that you have acted with- 
out our knowledge or concurrence ; now go for your moriey to 
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quarters which supplied you with advice ; the people shall no 
longer be fleeced for the sole benefit of the tax-bating tribes." 
But it is ridiculous to hope for any supervision, so long as the 
House of Commons is so largely filled with mere nominees and 
wholesale bribers. 

Although we have not quite recently drifted into a ruinous 
war, we haye almost always a little one or two in hand in some 
distant part of the world; all that the English tax-paying 
public knows of the beginning of it or reason for it, is an 
emergency vote for a large sum to defray the expenses. There 
is another point closely connected with the subject which 
requires some notice : we mean the immense sum spent an- 
nually on our army and navy. !Next to the interest for* the 
national debt this is the absorbing topic of expenditure; whe- 
ther it be peace or war, the prodigious sums required every 
year are not diminished. There is quite a troop of naval and 
military officers in the present House of Commons. Whether 
that singular fact explains another fact — ^the immense sums 
required every year on this head — ^is not clear ; but one thing 
is manifest, that these bands of unattached officers become 
larger and larger, and the expenditure proportionably increases. 
The gallant legislators mind their professional order; they 
never cry, " Hold ! enough ! " on the contrary, their usual 
cry is of the horseleech kind — ^^ Give, yire;" there is always 
something wanting. There is no man who has the heart of an 
Englishman within him who would desire to see his country 
not in a state to defend itself from attacks of any kind or from 
any quarter, but it is vexatious to find that, notwithstanding 
the yearly cost of our naval and military establishments, when- 
ever we want a supply from either, there is nothing ready. 
We build ships to rot, or to be doubly remodelled before they 
can be rendered fit for service. We spend immense sums at 
Aldershot and other places, in order that expensive triflers 
may play at soldiers, but they are totally unfit for men to live 
in them. AU that the House of Commons does in these scan- 
dalous matters is to vote the money to waste on them, and 
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'jifterwmidB to ftBcerUin whether it has been expended 
about them tut not. A House of Commons^ properly elected, 
wtNild not so tamely permit all these enormities to be perpe* 
traced; but ^regious expenditure best suits the legislative 
tradesmen, who buy their seats at a heavy cost, for tlie purpose 
oi getting cent per emit by the outlay. The consequence is, 
the national pume is without a bottom. However prodigious 
the number of millions that are cast into that receptacle it is 
dways empty, and the tax-payers never know what becomes of 
the immense sums which are extracted from them. There is 
flo cure for this common evil so long as rotten and purchasable 
boroughs exist. A House of Commons independently elected 
by the free people of England can alone obliterate this national 
disgrace. 

The krge number of naval and military ofEcers which the 
House of Ccmimons contains suggests the inquiry, Are they 
efficient officers which the country has paid for triuning? If 
they are, why are they not professionally engaged ? Are they 
veterans who have worn themselves out in the service, and 
torn legislators to pass away old age ? We are not aware that 
there is any peculiarity in the naval or military service which 
especially fits officers in either for l^islators. There would be 
something systematically wrong in the management of these 
professions which furnish so large a number of their officers to 
become members of the House of Commons, and to fill com- 
missions, &c., of all kinds. It appears from the evidence 
given at one of the corrupt boroughs' inquiry, that a candidate 
from one of these professions spent a large sum in bribery, to 
enable him to bring before the public some vexatious treat- 
ment whicih he considered that he had received : the money 
that he spent on bribery and his motive for doing it ftre not 
very distinct proofs of his qualifications to represent the people . 
of England in their House of Parliament. 

Englishmen boast of their Magna Chartay and designate it as 
the palladium of their civil liberties — however, some of its prin- 
cipal clauses have been rendered practically null and void : we 
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is put into the hands of men totally ignorant of law to earry it 
into operation. It may be said. All this may be very true, but 
what has it do with Parliamentary reform ? We think, a great 
deal. The House of Commons, if it represented the people 
of England, would not permit the absurd and £sgraceful 
system to remain — ^mueh less permit it to become every year 
more absorbing and iniquitous. There is no chance of eradi- 
eating the abomination as long as the House is so largely filled 
with legislators who buy their seats, by way of getting a large 
per eentage, or a handle to their names. 

One of the prerogatives of the Crown is to give currency to 
coin. "Money,'' says Blackstone, "is the medium of com- 
merce ; it is the king's prerogative as the arbiter of domestic 
commerce to give it authority or to make it current. Tka 
coining of money is in all States the act of the sovereign power." 
It might reasonably be supposed from this text, and many 
similar ones which are to be found in our law books, that the 
Queen is at the head of the monetary affairs of the nation, and 
that her servants, the Ministry, are responsible to Parliai&ent 
and to the country for the proper management of all pecuniary 
matters of a national character. The governing cla»ses in 
England, which are selected generally frcHu about ten of a 
dozen famOies, have a very dexterous knack when they have 
any heavy duties to perform, to have them done by deputy ; 
a set of Commissioners is sometimes appointed for that pur- 
pose, or some other selected body of men fixed upon to stand 
in the shoes of the ruling section, so that they may dude the 
labour and responsibility attached to their ruling functions ; 
and thus, by a kind of jugglery, to make it doubtful whether 
any party is really answerable to the public for the perform- 
ance or non-performance of such duties. This is precisely 
the case with respect to the prerogative of money-making ; it 
\a tiTte sovereigns and other coins are stamped with the 
effigy of Her Most Gracious Majesty, but otherwise she has 
no more to do with the monetary affairs of the country tlMB 
the man in the moon. To save the governing cliques tioable, 
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all matters of that description are put under the sole guidance 
of the Bank of England— a mere joint-stock company^ which, 
(rf course, like other bodies of speculators, make the whole 
pecuniary business of the nation a subject of profit to them- 
selves. They, almost at their pleasure, advance or lessen the 
national interests precisely to suit their speculations at home 
or abroad, ruining hundreds at a move ; frequently not on 
account of any misadventures at home, but because money has 
been mis'^pent, is too plenty or too scarce in some foreign 
market, with which, as joint-stock traders in money, they have 
transactions. If we had a House of Commons that in reality 
represented the people's interest, instead of being filled with 
prominent bankers, and the delegates of all descriptions of 
^culators, the powers tran^erred to the Bank of England 
would be exercised by some ministerial officer in the House 
of Commons, who would be answerable to the country for the 
due performance of his weighty duties. As things are, the 
Bank of England, with unexpected suddenness, raises the 
national interest from three to ten per cent., involving all 
commerce in ruinous stagnation. We repeat that if we had 
a Commons' House of Parliament, properly elected, so 
monstrous a practice would not be permitted to exist, and to 
produce such disastrous effects. 

Having pointed out and discussed some of the prominent 
defects and national disgraces which may fairly be ascribed to 
our representative system in the House of Oommonst and 
mentioned some of the disastrous results which that system has 
entailed on the nation, though other defects of the same 
description, and attributable to the same cause, will hereafter 
be named, some remarks may now be made on improving the 
electoral system, and ou making the House of Commons what it 
now deceptively assumes to be, the people's House of Parlia- 
ment. Before, however, we enter upon this part of the 
subject, it may not be irrelevant to make the following citation 
from the noted author of Lacon : — 
^^ Reform is a good, replete with paradox ; it is a cathartic, which 
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our political quacks, like our medical ones, recommend to others, 
but will not take themselves ; it is advised by all who cannot effect 
it, and abused by all who can ; it is thought pregnant with danger 
for all time that is present, but would have been extremely pro- 
fitable for that which is past, and for that which is to come ; there- 
fore it has been thought expedient for all administrations which have 
been, or that will be ; but by any particular one which is, it is con- 
^ sidered, like Scotch grapes, to be very seldom ripe, and, by the time 
that it is ripe, to be quite out of season." 

With a very trifling exception, this is a striking sketch of 
the tactics of the two parties who divide the government of 
this country between them, in reference to Parliamentary 
reform. Whatever measure be proposed by one set has been 
objected to and rendered abortive by the other. Mr. Disraeli's 
attempt, when he was last in power, comprised many useful 
propositions, and might have been made to some extent a 
salutary measure ; but it was objected to by the other side, 
and a promise was made by the leaders of the professing 
liberals that they would introduce a more satisfactory scheme 
if the reins of government were taken from the hands of the 
men who then held them/ and entrusted to them. Under this 
proposition or pretence the Conservatives were defeated and 
their oponents put in power, in a manner which Mr. Bright 
has denounced as the greatest swindle of modem times. By 
way, however, of keeping up appearances, a scheme to amend 
our representative system was introduced into the House of 
Commons, but it was found to be so utterly ineffectual that it 
cured no defect, and left all the anomalies of the system un- 
touched, that, in fact, it was a mere legislative cobble of the 
most clumsy kind. The Tories laughed at it, and reformers of 
all grades denounced it as a useless sham. Under the deserved 
contempt of all parties the abortion was consigned to oblivion. 
It's authors kept their places which they had obtained by false 
pretences. The supposed chief author, as a quietus^ was 
rewarded with a peerage, and for a time the great and celebrated 
parent of parliamentary reform halted in his career and 
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preached the somnolent doctrine '^ Best and be thankful." A 
nefarious cry was raised by the pretended reformers — that the 
people did not wish for reform, because when they might have 
had it^they gave the Oovemment no support by their demands 
for it ; the fact was, that the proposed measure was so entirely 
worthless^ and so manifestly a sham, that the people cared 
nothing about it — they did not consider it worth haying, and 
therefore permitted the thing to come to its disgraceful end ; 
it deserved their contempt, and obtained it most completely* 
Nevertheless, in the beginning of last year, the great reformer 
was himself again ; he awoke from his torpid state, and became 
the joint parent of a measure of reform which at its birth was 
good as far as it went, but the above quotation was still 
applicable, and the reasonable plan of doing one thing at a 
time was frustrated — ^but this is only digression, and we shall 
now resume the thread of our subject. 

Lord John Russell, in introducing the Reform BiU, on the 
24th of June, 1831, said— 

^' When I propose a Reform of Parliament, I propose that the 
people shall send to this House real representatives to deliberate on 
their wants and to consult for their interests, and to attend to their 
desires. I propose that they shall, in fact, as they have hitherto 
heen said to do in theory, possess the vast power of holding the purse 
strings of the monarch. I do it under the conviction that I am 
laying the foundation of the greatest improvements in the comforts 
and well being of the people. Let what will be done, the laws of 
such an assembly will not be voted by men hurrying from the country 
ahnost ignorant for what purpose, and arriving at this House at 
twelve o^clock at night, in time to give a vote upon a subject of which 
they have scarcely heard a word and which they have never con- 
sidered. In such an assembly, the representatives of the people will 
consider, not with whom they are voting, but for what measure they 
vote. I say, then, that if we identify this House with the people of 
the three Kingdoms, however slow may be our progress, we are giving 
to the people all the rights and privileges they claim, we provide for 
carrying into effect the acknowledged principles of the constitution." 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVir. n 
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There can be no doubt that the noble framer of the Reform 
Bill believed at the time of its annunciation that it would 
accomplish all the salutary effects which be in the above 
peroration so hopefully anticipated from it. Paternal i^ffection 
often leads a fond father to paint in bright colours the future 
eminence of his darling brat, who nevertheless sometimes turns 
out to be a very worthless scamp. That the Bef orm Bill has 
woefully disappointed its hopeful foster father may be learned 
from the fact that he has more than once announced his intention 
of producing another. During upwards oi twenty years 4id 
the noble lord defend the glaring inconsistencies and vexatious 
injustice which tiiat measure perpetrated. He was unwilling 
to believe in the utter failure of the vaimted panacea for 
political evils. Indeed, for a very hmg time fatherly feelings 
so usurped the judgment seat, that '^ Finality " was i^e 
attribute ascribed to the mischievous abortion. At last, how- 
ever, England's then most noted oonstitutionai reformer con- 
vinced himself that his Reform Bill had not proved itself to.be 
that genuine political renovator which he once believed it to 
b« — ^the supposed universal heal-aU has turned out to be that 
sort of quadcery which produces many disorders but cures none* 
It has been said before, that the money-making process was 
adopted in its formation, and that the traffickers in base coin 
were unwisely permitted to get the sovereign stamp im- 
pressed on base metal. 

Instead of enabling the people to hold anyone's puree 
strings it tends so to paralyse them that they cannot hold their 
own. At all events, if it has apparently given them the office 
to hold the strings of the public purse, it is only for the 
purpose of keeping it open while the enormous sums are 
thrown in which they have no power to control or count, 
much less to keep there or take out ogain. At length, however, 
the renowned champion of constitutional reform, notwithstand- 
ing all bis waverings and shortcomings, has satisfied himself 
that tixe measure, call it wJ^t you may or liken to what ypu 
please, wasagreatfsalnr^ and he has more than once attempt- 
ed to give the country another. 
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As far fts boroughs are eoneemed defects and anomalies in 
them have already been pointed out It has been admitted that 
reform measure effected a small modicum of partial good by 
disfruicliiaing some of th^ small boroughs^ but how did it affect 
the county constitueneies ? Lord John Sussell has stated that 
it was the intention of the firammn of the reform measure to 
give a ^r r^resentation to all parts^ that they aimed at giving 
no part an undue iNnepondentnce over another. Now^ have all 
parts (A the country a fair and an equitable representation ? The 
palpable inequalities existing between small bcNcoughs and krge 
eountiea and populoua towns having the same pariiamentary 
influenee have already been discussed. For instance Tavistock^ 
with8y857 inhal»tants and 481 de^ors^ has the same weight in 
the House of Commons as South Devon wiA 413^005 inhale* 
tants and 4^502 re^stered doctors. Is this fair? Hendon 
fully counteracts North Devon in legislative importance* Is this 
just? Is it giving a fair representation to all parts when the 
West Biding of Yorkshire^ with a population of 1^497^688 
inhabitants and 40,695 r^stered electors, has only two mem* 
bers, like one of the small boroughs for which some lady or 
gentleman deputes the two members? Can it be said that all 
parts are fairly represented when a county like Middlesex, 
with a pc^pulation of 2,208,485 and 14,847 registered electors, 
has only two members, like Chippenham, which also sends two 
members whom it could hardly prevent from taking their 
seats whether it would send them or not ? 8ir J. Niool's ticence 
is quite sufficient. It is almost a mockery to eay that a 
population of a nuJlion and a half, with only two members, is 
lepnMntad at all. In this respect, the parliamentary influ- 
eoce of the small and podcet boroughs ocwipared with the 
laige ooiinties is «a manif ert as it is disproportionate and unjust. 
It is worth repeatisg that the pariiamentary influence, pmsonally 
considased, in small pocket ch? purchasable borcmghs is brought 
to an operative point under the guidance <rf some Killick (Mr 
Edmonds of the phice, whereas in oounties ha^ng su/di ^regi- 
ously large constituencies that kind of influence is diluted to 
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an infinitesimal degree of smallness; the power in Farlianient 
seems to have been fixed unevenly in proportion to popular 
and national opulence. The parliamentary scale proves that 
a large, populous, and wealthy county has the same portion of 
legislative influence as a snug little pocket borough with a 
handful of venal populaticm and a small lot of tenth rate 
houses. These enormously laige and ridiculously small con- 
stituencies balancing each other are characteristics apparent 
throughout the whole system. In small constituencies where 
the members are not deputed or spontaneously take their seats, 
they are elected by a coterie of partisans whose wants and 
wishes are so impressed on their member that they are embed- 
ded in his mind so as to become almost a part of his nature, 
whereas in large counties and places the members know com- 
paratively few of the electors, and fewer still of their views 
and desires. Can it be said that the two sorts of electors here 
pointed out are alike fiurly represented ? Has not the one an 
unjust preponderance over the other in parliamentary influence ? 
But how in other respects does the Reform Bill affect counties ? 
Besides dividing some of the counties into two or more parts 
and giving additional members, it conferred the right of voting 
on the renters of farms to the annual value of fifty pounds 
and upwards. This was the noted Ghandos clause. The 
reform measure, by disfranchising some of the rotten boroughs, 
only lessened the nuisance for a time ; it has since revived, 
crept up, and is now become as offensive as ever. The evidence 
which has recentiy been given to the Commissioners appointed 
to inquire into tiie corrupt practices at several of the notorious 
boroughs most abundantiy proves this, but that unfortunate 
measure, in the opinion of many experienced judges, has alto- 
gether swamped most of the county constituencies. The Ghan- 
dos clause, as they consider, has hlEui the efiect of converting 
counties into vast rotten boroughs. Moreover, rumour, with 
its hundred tongues, tells us that that clause has also called 
another pernicious element into operation, tyranny. By creat- 
ing the fifty pound tenantry voters, it consequently invests 
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landlords with the power of compelling that dependent claes 
of electors to vote as they please. It is alleged that that class 
of voters are thumb-screwed, and driven nolens volens to the 
polling booth to vote for their master's candidates, and in this 
manner^ it is asserted, they have altogether smothered the old 
independent yeonum. What foundation is there for this wide* 
spread notion? Have we any proof that it is well grounded? 
It is thought that one &ct will go far to decide the question 
Probably many readers recollect when the independent yeomen 
of a large county in spite of the most determined opposition 
were accustomed to return liberal members at a time too when 
reform was deemed a kind of petty treason, and liberality very 
nearly akin to political insanity. How does the matter at 
present stand? Why, although four members are returned 
instead of two for the same county, they are generally all of 
the landlord colour, and, at least in one division of the county, 
it cannot be maintained that the thousands of liberal yeomen, 
who once formed so large a part of the constituencies, have now 
any member who represents their opinions or views. Sup* 
posing, therefore, that the noble band of sterling independent 
yeomen be still in existence, they have been politically ex- 
tinguished by the Chandos clause, and at present have no 
voice in the House of Commons. Here again, members 
returned by coerced constituencies are said to be chosen and 
sent freely by the people. What a delusive mockery ! The 
preceding remarks apply to matters as they now exist, but 
the new Seform Bill will only modify the anomalies and not 
remove any of them. 

K the above views be well founded, as they are believed to 
be, there are two grand defects in the system for returning 
members for counties to Parliament, egregiously large consti- 
tuencies, and the overwhelming power of the controlled and 
coerced fifty pound renters. The main question is, in what 
manner ought the system to be remodelled so as to make it 
work in unison with the ooostitutional rights of all parties. 
The remedial scheme will by and by be placed before the 
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tetAet. But in the first place it may not be entirely irreieyaQt 
to the Bubjeet under discussion briefly to adTert to measmres 
which have been proposed to reform oui* electoral system. 
For instance the revered Nestor of reform^ Joseph Hnme^ once 
moved for leave to bring in a Bill to amend the national repre- 
sentationj by extending the elective franchise so that every 
man of full age^ and not subject to any mental or legal dis- 
ability^ trho should have been the occupier of a house or part of a 
house as lodger for twelve months, and should have been duly 
rated to the poor of the parish for the time, should be registered 
as an elector and be entitled to vote for a representative in 
Parliament ; also enacting that Votes should be taken by ballot, 
that the duration of Parliament should not exceed three years, 
and that the proportion of representatives should be made 
more consistent with the amount of population and property. 
Now, although some points contained in this scheme might have 
been reasonably objected to, and others deserve careful con- 
sideration before they ai*e made law, still when the state of the 
national representation is fairly taken into account, no doubt 
every topic touched upon in the motion was deserving serious 
discussion. The time might have been inconvenient, as it 
always is, and the sestson inexpedient, as it never fails to be, 
but it is one thing to introduce and examine a measure, and 
quite another to carry it into law. The motion was in the 
rough'; it might have been trimmed and modified, and perhaps 
added to it to make it more perfect and complete. It might 
have been discussed and defined clearly ; its subject matter 
most intimately concerned the parliamentary rights of the 
people, and thei*efore it was Hot very decorous for their repre- 
sentatives to deny it admission, to slam the' door of their 
house in its face, and haughtily refuse to consider it, which 
actually happened, a very large majority of the people's 
representatives contemptuously refusing to discuss the subject. 
It is true there were honourable members who did not profess 
reform on the hustings for the people, and vote against it in 
the House, or, what is still Worse, skulk away from it altogether. 
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When dereliction of duty and principles, and evasiye tergiver* 
sation are so oommonj it is quite refreshing to find a member of 
sneh sterfing worth and genuine integrity ; of such a member 
it may not be inaptly said that he was 

*< Faithful found 
*< Among the fidtbless, fidthful only he 
*' Amtmg innomerable fidse ; unmoTed, 
" Unshakeni unseduoed, unterrifiedy 
'' His loyally he kept^ his love, his seal, 
^' Nor number, nor example, with him wrought 
'' To swerve from truth, or change his constant mind 
"Though single." 

Such was the indefatigable author of the motion. 

Various other attempts have been made to remove the 
anomalies of the system, by Mr. Baines, Mr. Locke King, and 
others. Some remarks will be made on Mr. Berkeley's annual 
motion for taking votes by ballot, further on ; but all these 
attempts at reform up to the last season have ended in defeat ; 
the last endeavour by the Liberals to improve the subject was 
the ministerial one which terminated in their defeat, and 
placed their political opponents in power. The only praise 
which sincere reformers could bestow on the defeated measure 
was, that it was an exceedingly short step In the right direc- 
tion ; it aimed at giving the people of England a very small 
modicum of their political rights, by an almost imperceptible 
extension of the elective franchise. At first there was a trait 
in the proposition which imparted to it the character of 
honesty of intention on the part of its authors. We mean 
extension only. Do one thing at the time if you would do it 
well, is a maxim which as strictly applies to politics as to any 
every day affair. To attempt to amend the whole complex 
system, every part of which is out of gear, would have resulted, 
as it has always happened and always will end, in an unsatis- 
factory cobble. An attempt to amend all at once would have 
ended in curing nothing. The parties who objected to piece- 
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meal legislation on the matter wanted no effective legislation 
at alL They saw that the simplicity of the proposition would 
render it effective as far as it went, and therefore they stre- 
nuously opposed and ultimately defeated it. It was a fatal 
error when the parents of the measure suffered themselves to 
be driven from their simple original proposition and added last 
the disposition of seats ; their departure from their first plan 
led to their defeat and political downfall. Whoever becomes the 
leader of reform, to be successful, must adopt the simple plan, 
and if he have learned anything from experience he will not be 
driven or coaxed to do many things at once, and will see that if 
he cannot manage one branch, it will be utterly hopeless to 
attempt a dozen. 

The electoral representative system is at present complicated 
and cumbrous; it admits of all kinds of disputes, groundless 
as well as valid. The gift of the elective franchise to a man, 
in numerous instances is very like making him amenable to an 
everlasting Chancery suit ; he is objected to this year ; he 
proves that the objection is frivolous, but next year he is 
objected to again for the same reason ; he again substantiates 
his claim and applies for his expenses, when it turns out that 
the objector is a man of straw, and not worth powder and 
shot. To put an end to this kind of expensive annoyance the 
system aught to be simplified, and the right to vote ought to 
be so plain aud palpable as scarcely to admit of any cavil. 
The plan proposed by Mr. Hume would have had this prac- 
tical effect; there is another, equally eflScacious, which will 
presently be discussed. 

According to the theory of the English government, taxation 
and representation are inseparably united. Lord Camden, 
upon a motion to repeal the Stamp Act on the 22nd. of Feb- 
ruary 1766 laid it down that, 

" That position is founded upon the laws of nature. For whatever 
is a man's own is absolutely his own ; no one has a right to take it 
froni him without his consent. Whoever attempts to do it, commits 
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an iojiiry ; whoever does it oommitB a robbery ; he throws down 
aad destroys the distinctioa between liberty and staTery.** [Pftrlia^ 
mentary History, YoL 16, page 178.] 

This doctrine is shadowed forth by De Lohne, BLickstone, 
and other writers on the English constitution. Locke asserts 
that the supreme power cannot take from any man any part 
of his property without his consent, and that taxes must not 
be raised on the property of the people without the consent of 
the people, given by themselves or by their deputies. Hence 
arises the maxim Ijhat every Englishman is present in Parlia- 
ment, either in person or by his deputy ; whatever be his pre- 
eminence or quality, from the prince to the lowest person in 
the kingdom, and hence the consent of Parliament is taken to 
be every man's consent. Lord John Bussell, in the speech 
referred to above, broached the same doctrine. He said the 
ancient constitution of our country declares that no man shall 
be taxed for the support of the State who has not consented 
by himself or his representative to the composition of those 
taxes. The well known statute " De tallagio non concedendo^^ 
repeats the same language, and its true meaning has never been 
disputed. Hence, too, on this doctrine rests the maxim, that 
^^ Taxation without representation is tyranny." 

Now this theoretical doctrine reads very soothingly, and 
does not look amiss in print. But is it a practical reality ? 
Is every Englishman who pays a tax represented in Parlia- 
ment so that he can give or refuse his consent to be taxed by 
deputy ? Let us examine the question. In England there is 
one member for about 35,000 persons ; in counties there is one 
vote for every 24 persons, and in boroughs one vote for every 
22 persons; in each of these cases the average number is 
named. It is not, however, easy to ascertain the exact 
number of persons who are voters in each category, because 
iu numerous instances a vote for a borough is also a vote for 
counties or parts of counties, consequently the stated number 
of electors no doubt far exceeds the number of persons 
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inyested with the electiye franchise. It is known that some 
electors are counted many times. 

It is quite clear from the writings of the aboire cited authors 
that it was not originally intended to restrict the number of 
electors within such narrow limits. Even Blackstone tells us 
that if it were probable that every man would give his vote 
freely and without influence of any kind^ that upon the true 
theory and genuine precepts of liberty every member of the 
community, however poor, should have a vote in electing these 
delegates, to whose charge is committed the disposal of his 
property, his liberty, and his life. Taking this statement to be 
well founded, as no doubt it is, it will probably be further 
conceded, that at present one part of Englishmen has a vote 
in electing such delegates, whilst another part, by far the 
largest, has nothing to do with it ; those deputies are the 
representatives of the electors only. Such delegates, notwith- 
standing the delusive sophistry which is often used on the 
subject, cannot possibly be the deputies of men who have had 
no voice nor concern in electing them. Electors therefore have 
the power of committing the property, the liberties, and the 
lives of the non-electors to the charge of their parliamentary 
deputies ; it is sheer fallacy and wholly untrue that men 
invested with the elective franchise are guided or influenced 
by others who are not so privileged. In short, the latter more 
numerous class ar§ not represented in any manner, and con- 
sequently, if any of them are taxed, as they unquestionably 
are, they are taxed without their consent, and if they are so 
taxed, and the fact admits of no dispute, it is both unconsti- 
tutional and un-English. The sole constitutional sovereignty 
of the English people consists in their free and unfettered 
choice of their representatives. In their liberty of choosing 
rests their power of holding the public purse-strings ; it is the 
grand palladium of all their civil and religious liberties; it 
supplies the invigorating air of freedom which they breathe; 
without it their liberty would die. Hence every free English- 
man, especially every tax-payer, who has not the unrestrained 



JUSe Ibaiih. 107 

eMreite of dist clioioe ii depriyed of a privilege that eonsti* 

totes Us proadert biriliright ; be has an undoabted right to 

demand it ; he wrongs himself if he delays to urge his chdm 

far iif and it is a grievoiis wrong to deny it to hirn^ or in any 

nanDer to restrain his proper and free nse of it. 

We shall on the earliest opportunity proceed to bring these 

introdnctory obsenrations to a result It has been onr objecst 

so far, to show the urgent need of still further parliamentary 

refOTm ; and it now remains to show how this further reform 

ctn, and may, be carried out in spirit of the foregoing con- 

riderstions. We regret that the space at our disposal obliges 

UB for the present to postpone the practical conclusions to 

be derived from them. 

J. J. 



abt. vil— public health. 

Ninth Report of the Medical Officer of the Privy Council. 

Gt. E- Eyee & W. Spottiswoode. 1867. 
Rivers Commission. Report on the Pollution of the River 

Lea. 1867. 
Thames Valley Outfall and Interception of the Kingston 

District Drainage. Plan proposed by J, W. Grovbb, 

C.E.5 and E. Wbagge, C.E. London : Longmans, 

Green, Beader, and Dyer. 1867. 
A Sketch of the Cholera Visitation at Ystalyfera, in the 

Neath Union^ in the autumn of 1866. By J. RoGEBS, 

Esq., Surgeon. Swansea: J. Griffiths. 1867. 
The Medical and Legal Aspects of Sanitary Reform. By 

A. P. Stewart, M.D., and E. Jenkins, Barrister-at-Law. 

London : Robert Hardwicke. 1867, 
The Sewage Utilization Act. 1867. 

IF we are much indebted to the early pioneers of sanitary 
. improvement for long continued labours on behalf of the 
pabiio health, we haye also to deplore the evils resulting from 
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oyer coloured statements and fallacious estimates as to the 
immediate benefits which would inevitably occur from monies 
thus expended, and the amount of cost which such improve- 
ments would entail. Nothing perhaps has more retarded 
progress in this direction than the entire break down of 
the weekly repayment system for private improvements, which 
was the favourite crucial test to which all works were brought 
in the early days of writing and lecturing on the health of 
towns. Up to the present time the whole question of private 
improvements remains unsolved. Until the last year in the 
whole of the Nuisances Acts no power existed authorizing 
nuisance authorities to raise money to do works of construction 
they might have considered necessary, so no power up to the 
present time has been given by the legislature to Boards of 
Health, Improvement Commissioners, or Sewer Authorities, to 
borrow monies to execute those private works which the default 
of the owner and occupier throws on the local authority. These 
owners are the persons who naturally have become the strongest 
opponents to the full application of sanitary measures. 
Sewerage rates, or general district rates, have been ill enough 
borne by those who have not been taught the value of health 
appliances, in towns where, by such opposition, the operation of 
tiie Public Health Act, or Local Government Act, has been 
stinted to its smallest proportions, and where, as of course, the 
benefits have been equally small. When to these rates are 
superadded the cost of providing for cottage property, water 
supply, cisterns, water closets, and drains, to join the subor- 
dinate system where such is provided, or the greater expense of 
connexion with a sewer, then complaints are loud. Cottage 
property, as a rule, in our large towns is in possession of persons 
to a great extent of limited means, who by patching and con- 
triving, especially by non-expenditure of money on repairs, 
extract a livelihood from the tenants, by giving in return the 
very smallest amount of comfort To these persons £6, £8, 
or £ 10 per cottage to meet the requirements of a local board for 
saaitwy appliances is to change a valuable property into an in- 
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cumbrance, and the alternative of payment by priyate improve- 
ment rates, spread over a period of thirty years, is one which 
although provided for by the 11 & 12 Vic, c. 63, s. 90, is prac- 
tically inoperative, as no local board has legally any power to 
appropriate any monies out of the funds at its disposal for the 
necessary advances. In every town or district there thus becomes 
a body of persons deeply interested in the maintenance of old 
abuses in which they have acquired a vested interest These 
persons, in face of the apathy of the general public, are active 
in securing the election to the local board of the district of 
persons pledged to resist extravagant expenditure, and to keep 
down the rates^ a very favourite cry for popularity. To cottage 
owners, inspectors of nuisances, medical officers of health. 
Government inspection, and central power of supervision are at 
variance with the spirit of our constitution, destructive of the 
liberty of the British subject, and invaders of that stronghold 
of our rights, a man's house, which in their opinion should be a 
castle, to prevent any interference entailing cost. While it is 
most desirable to educate the public mind as to the benefits 
certainly accruing from works of sewerage, &c., it is evident that 
no teaching can have any influence on the party of resistance, 
whose only object is to save their pockets, at the cost of the 
health and lives of the poor families inhabiting these miserable 
tenements. To them and for them there is but one mode of 
action, and that must be supplied by legislature, which no longer 
shall leave it optional whether life's blood may be coined into 
shillings of rent, but shall compulsorily enforce the provision 
in every cottage through the land of the means of decency, 
comfort, and health. 

The right use of these means is a matter of education, but if 
we are to believe the statement of Dr. Buchanan, one of the 
medical inspectors of the Privy Council, who reports on the 
sanitary condition of twenty-five towns in which sanitary works 
have been in progress during the past few years, and which have 
been chosen as instances where structural improvements have 
been thoroughly carried out by the local authorities^ we 
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have then to come to the c(»iclu8ioii that progress in d^eiieyj 
cleanliness^ self-respect, and morality is as striking m these 
towns as the improvements in their health. Measured hj the 
mortality returns of these towns, there is nothing of so much 
primary importanee as an ample suj^ly of good wati^. We 
look f<»rw»rd to the time when our rivers may no longer be 
polluted by sewage matters, and when a constant supply will 
remove the foul nuisances which now, like a pest» lurk in the 
cistemsj or apologies for such which are to be found doing 
duty in the back yards of the poor, to hold a scanty supply for 
the one or two hours' service vouchsafed to their mBtomsm 
daily by the great water ocmipanies. This is to remedy waate5 
but we fully believe that carefully condueted ^xperimeiita 
have proved that a constant supply at high pre^ura can easily 
be given without loss to the companies, and that this is one 
essential element in the prevention of diseases of mi epidcoMo 
and destructive character every one who has investigated the 
subject firmly believes. If we are to be guided by statiatiea^ 
we come invariably to this conclusion, that in any town whsire 
sanitary w<»rks have been undertaken in combination with kn^ 
proved water supply, that there is to be found the most complete 
resulting benefit. Drainage works without this may indeed 
become a curse instead of a blessing, and sewer gases driven bade 
through the pipes, and entering houses, causing typhoid and 
continued fevers, have been the mo^t potent cause of dkcredit 
thrown upon sanitary operations. But^ as an article of diet, watttr 
is either the poison or health bringer to the famUy. L^eester, 
in 1847, obtained an Act of Parliament to construct water 
works. Up to this time the capital required, £80,000, has not 
been raised, and the inhabitants stiH use well water, which from 
tiie previous use of middies, still partially continued, must h% 
impure. The mortality in this town, therefore, as we might 
have expected, is only reduced from 264 to 252 per 10^000 of 
the inhabitants, or oidy 4J per cent, while Merthyr Tydvil, 
where sewerage, hardly c(Mnpleted, has not yet had time to 
fulfil its work, a good supply of water has reduced the raer* 



Public Health. Ill 

talltj from 332 to 262, equ^l to 21 per cent ; Cardiff from 

332 to 226^ or 32 per cent ; Croydon from 237 to 190, or 20 

per cent. There are but few exceptions to this as a gener^ 

bw^and whero they exist other local circumstances explain 

the difference. But, on the other hand^ an impure or scanty 

water supply is inevitably accompanied by great mortality. 

The lines of cholera visitations in great provincial towns hav^ 

often been sharply defined by the nature of the supply, and 

we agree with Mr. BadcUffe who reports on the ej^emic of 

cholera in London in 1866, that the predominant lesson derived 

from the outbreaks of 1848-49 and 18S3-54, was that the 

localities of chief prevalence of the disease were mainly, if not 

solely, determined by the degree of impurity of the water 

supply, A very mournful but equally valuable illustration oi 

this is afforded by the lesson taught us in the cholera out* 

break in the eastern districts of London, beginning at Bromley, 

aad covered by the days from the 11th to the 21st July, 1869. 

The East London T^ater Works, deriving its suj^ly from thfi 

Kiver Lea, supplies 99,000 houses, and over 700,000 of the 

population. The Company takes its water from a loop of 

the liyer near Tottenham Mills. Before this, the Lea 

has drained some 500 square miles of country, and receives 

in its course the sewage of numerous towns and villages. At 

Luton, with a population of 20,000, the sewage gets, after 

treatment by the liming process, entirely back into the river. 

Of the other impurities discharged into its water some estimate 

may be formed from thefaet that one manufacturer alone sevds 

k)m one to two tons of ozalie acid yearly into its waters— « 

quantity which would be poisonous did not the accidents! 

presence of lime, to a great e^i^tent, neutralise its action by 

formiqg with it an insoluble compound, which falls to the 

bottom. Hatfield, Hertford, Ware, Bishop's Stoartford, through 

the Stort — ^whieb empties it&elf into the river — Hoddesdon, 

BKoxbourne^ Cheshunt, Waltham Abbey, Walthaw Cross, uyl 

Enfieldy idl add to its polhition — ^so that below this it is 

described by the Commissioners as a ^^ common open seweTj" 
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largely used as such by a portion of the metropolitan and 
suburban population, '' the foulness of the water and its bed 
augmenting as the Thames is approached." From a branch of 
this liver, thus poUuted, after undergoing filtration, the greater 
part of the East of London is supplied. This water is stored in 
covered reservoirs at Old Ford, but there are also large un- 
covered reservoirs occupying several acres of ground on the 
east bank of the liver. These reservoirs contain impure water, 
but sometimes, when an ertraordinary demand has made the 
filtered water run short, the water from them has been supplied 
in the district of the East London Waterworks Company. 
Following carefully the deaths which occurred from the explo- 
sion of cholera in the east district of the Metropolis, we cannot 
but come to the conclusion that its chief strength was expended 
on precisely those parts and those houses supplied with this 
water. The New River supply, which is also derived from the 
river Lea, but in the upper valley, before the river has been 
exposed to the great mass of its poUution, also supplies a 
portion of the eastern district — 

*^ Out of every 1,000 of the population drinking New River water 
three died ; out of every 1,000 drinking water from Old Ford seven 
died, and this remarkable difference took place among two sections of 
a population living side by side, and intermingling to a great extent, 
the less affected being exposed in the highest degree to accidental 
infection from the most affected.'* 

It appears from the statement of Mr. Graves, that '^ at the 
dose of June or beginning of July, late in the former month 
or early in the latter, water was drawn from the northern un- 
covered reservoir into the covered reservoirs to the depth of 
three inches, to supplement a defective supply from the filter 
beds.** The inquiry of Captain Tyler shows that once in the 
end of June and once in the beginning of July, water to the 
extent of 300,000 gallons each time, was taken from the 
northern uncovered reservoir. Thus it becomes evident that 
impure water was supplied to the inhabitants of the district 
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immediately before the explosion of cholera therein. But it is 
supposed that water only conveys the special choleraic poison 
received into it from the discharges of persons suffering from the 
disease. Experiment has shown that the river Lea soaks into 
these uncovered reservoirs of the East London Water Works 
Company ; cases of cholera had before occurred on the banks 
of the Lea in houses directly draining into the river, and it 
may be inferred that the great heat which then prevailed 
tended in some way materially to increase those organisms 
which constituted the cholera poison. Let this be as it may, 
we have half the metropolis supplied by water which is more 
or less poisoned — ^and that habitually. The wonder is not that 
we have so much disease and misery in the East of London, 
but that we have so little. How is this to be remedied ; are 
we to wait until all the towns, districts, and parishes abutting 
on the valley can agree on some conjoined plan for benefiting 
themselves, and no longer continue to carry disease and death to 
their neighbours ? They systematically push their filth from 
their own doors^ when it becomes unbearable, careless as to the 
suffering they may inflict on others. The Metropolitan High 
Level Sewer to Bushy Creek is the natural outfall for the 
whole of the valley. It has been, however, so constructed that 
it can hardly serve its own purpose, and the Metropolitan Board 
have steadily refused all applications to allow its use by parishes 
beyond the metropolitan area. Under these circumstances the 
various parishes carry on an internecine war among them- 
selves. The river Lea obtained an injunction against Totten- 
ham, which in tiu*n has attacked Hornsey. Edmonton threatens 
the justices of Oolney Hatch, and in its turn is attacked. The 
only remedy as it appears to us from these anomalies is the 
constitution of a Central Board, with powers to direct works, 
especially in districts where they can only be eflFected by the 
joint action of various bodies with varying interests. Well 
may it be asked, as a pendant to this state of things, '' What Is 
to become of the drainage of towns situated on the body of the 

* I'hames Valley Outfall, p. 1. 
VOL. XXIV. — NO. XL VII. 1 
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Thames, now tliat Pariiameat has decided that no more drains 
shall be allowed to dischaige into that river, and lliat within a 
period of three years all existing sewers shall be stopped up 
under penalties Tarring from £100 to £50 a day ? " 

It is tme die Sewage Utilization Act of this session, 30 and 
31 Yict,, c 113, by sections 1 to lOgires power to sewer 
authorities to unite when they conader such union would be for 
the advantage of such district, and to form one district out of 
many, with the consent of tbe Secretary of State. But where 
it is for the public adrantage, the GrOYemm^it should have 
power to step in and enforce such union ; permissive legislation 
on these matters is, as Mr. J^ikins observes, a '^ bugbear." 
It shelves action, and perpetuates injury. The right to tax 
when the tax will fall heavily on the imposer, is likely to be 
but sparingly exercised, and it is only when Grovemment 
shall have the power to compel action on l^e spot by the pre- 
sence of a medical officer of health, independent of private 
practice, and independent ako of the sanitary authority whose 
de&ult he is to correct, that we can hope to see, in times freed 
from alarm, due sanitary provision for tiie wants of the people 
everywhere provided. The result of the inquiry into the con- 
dition of the towns reported on as to cholera, induces the 
Medical Officer of the Privy Council to state that ^ cholera 
epidemics appear to have been rendered practically harmless 
in the towns examined. *" That is in towns where sewerage 
and other works are more or less perfected. In looking at 
these towns we find that in 10,000 of the population, in 1848-9, 
in Merthyr, 276 persons died of this epidemic This was re- 
duced in 1854 to 84, and in 1866 to 20. The numbers respec- 
tively in some other towns were as follows : — Cardifl^ 208, 66, 
15i; Alnwick, 205,0,0; Salisbury, 180, 14^,0; Kewport, 
112, \\j 12; Brynmawr, 100, 0, 0; Bristol, 82,11,1^; Dover, 
40, 16, 41 ; Croydon, 27, 21, 2: Carlisle, 22, 6, 0; and so on 
tlirough the list. 

Ou the same point of the subject Mr. Sogers, writing of 
cholera during the past years in one of the Soutii Wales' unionSj 
gays : — 
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'^Ihad, in my own practice^ in round nnmbers, 1,000 cases of 
choleraic disease ; out of these 95 died. Of these it is not too much 
to ssj that nearly all died of local circumstances, the effect of 
a?arice, or iguoraace or ne^ect of sanitary precaution ; in short, 
giyen a case of cholera in a foul dwelling, deaih ; in a healthy one, 
recovefyj' 

Another very important subject of inquiry comes undeif 
consideration in the Medical Officer's report, namely, the 
preyention of phthisis. From the facts gathered it appears 
almost proved that a very notable decrease in this most 
formidable disease will attend as an inevitable consequence of 
the draining and drying the subsoil of the ground on which a 
town stands. Thus Salisbury has decreased 49 per cent., 
Ely 47 per oexktj Rugby 43 per cent, Banbury 41 per cent., 
Worthing 36 per cent, Macclesfield 31 per cent, Leicester 32 
per cent, Cheltenham 26 per cent, and Dover 20 per cent., in 
alltiie deaths occuring annually from this disease. It may be 
said of both these diseases that it does not condusivdy 
follow that the diminution in the ravages has been produced 
by sewerage works, the one being so occasional a visitant, 
and the other being an incident of hereditary predisposition, 
and other non remediable causes. Let us take, therefore, 
a class of diseases always more or less present where there are 
large aggregates of population ; and look at the effects in these 
25 towns on the mortality arising from typhoid f ever^ a disease 
recognized as having much in common with neglect, over- 
crowding, bad air, and bad water. Here the change is 
perfectly astounding ; Salisbury, which once drove a king 
away from its shelter by its then direful visitation of plague, 
has lost 75 per cent annually of this scourge ; for every hundred 
persons who formerly every year were victims to typhoid fever, 
there are now but 25 ; Stratford has improved 67 per cent, 
Croydon 63, Merthyr 60, Ely 56, Ashby 56, Brynmawr 56, 
Penrith 65, and Warwick 52 per cent., and so on through the 
whole category, the trifling exception where the improvement 
has not taken place being dependent on other local causes not 

I 2 
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yet removed. Dlarrhcca is another disease showing, but in a 
less marked way, the same beneficial results. As we have before 
noted, injury in several towns when it has arisen being trace- 
able to a defective state of ventilation in the sewers, especially 
where pumping is required, owing to the sewers not being able 
to clear themselves by gravitation, and where outfalls are so 
defective as to allow a backing up of the sewage matter. In 
all towns it has been conclusively shown that sanitary works 
much more than repay in money the money expended. It has 
been truly said that the cost to a parish is generally greater 
than the value of the fee simple of the house in which the 
death has occurred — 

" The removal of the heads and aids of families at once adds 
materially to the list of paupers and becomes a permanent burden on 
the funds of the union, which, if capitalised, would be greater than 
the amount required to prevent the contingency, to say nothing of 
the sacrifice of comfort, health, and Hfe in workmen's dwellings in 
ordinary periods." 

(Sketch of Cholera Epidemic, p. 22). The results of gain to 
human life are such in these towns as to require some following 
out of the figures before their importance can be fully recog- 
nized. Cardiff saves now annually 320 lives, Newport 250, 
Croydon 140, Macclesfield 160, Salisbury 50, Merthyr 300, 
and other towns in greater or less proportion. Let us take 
Salisbury; this beautiful town had, before sanitary works 
were commenced, a mortality of 27^ per 1,000 of its inhabitants; 
in the last quarter we perceive they were only at the rate of 
14. The most unhealthy rate reduced to the most healthy. 
What has followed from this in the last 10 years 1 ^There are 
saved the value to the community of 500 lives — nay, the 500 
lives — who can estimate what this may mean of comfort and 
happiness secured — ^how much misery and destitution and crime 
spared? Each of these cases of lives saved means nearly 
twenty times the same number of attacks of sickness removed, 
funeral expenses, loss of work, broken up homes, and pauperized 
families. Is this a mere enthusiastic hope, or a scientific in- 
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duction from facts ? Let us take another instance. In 
Macclesfield, says the Board of Health of that place, 
in 30 streets, which have been sewered and repaired by the 
board, comprising a population of one seventh of the whole 
borough, the death-rate has been 15 to 1,000, whilst in the 
entffe borough it is 26 in 1,000. If the 30 streets were 
compared with the rest of the borough, instead of the whole 
which comprehends the 30 streets, the mortality would stand 
thus : — the 30 streets sewered 15 deaths to 1,000 the rest of 
the borough 31 deaths to 1,000. The inducements therefore 
to live in sewered streets are yery apparent, and it must be 
borne in mind that most of these streets are inhabited by the 
poorest families and they are by no means well situated as 
regards salubrity. It should be stated that the exact popula- 
tion of these streets has been now accurately ascertained, so 
that the figures may not admit of doubt. From independent 
researches and inquiries which we have made, we believe the 
difference in mortality may be stated as 1 : 2 : 3 in streets in 
large towns with perfect sanitary appliances, partial improve- 
ment, and the entire absence of regard to health. It is a 
matter of general remark at the meetings of the Brynmawr 
guardians that the attacks of disease are more single and iso- 
lated than they used to be, and seldom or never do those 
sweeping attacks of malignant disease, prostrating whole fami- 
lies before them, present themselves as they used to do, and as 
they still do occasionally occur in the adjoining town of Beau- 
fort in the same union. Our limits compel abstinence from 
further quotation ; enough has been written to show how much 
sanitary work may accomplish of good. Sad experience tells 
us how much of this is stiU undone. We look to improved 
legislation on these matters and specially to such earnest co- 
operation on the part of local authorities in the good work as 
shall atone in some measure for that apathy and indifference 
which has made permissive legislation comparatively unpro- 
ductive. 

W. H. Michael. 
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Abt. vni— our judges, our persons, and 

OUR PURSES. 

I J' the Judge is to be a terror to evil-doers the administration 
of the criminal law must be rigorous, effective, and con- 
sistent. The latter property is perhaps the most important, 
and indeed the most excellently framed law loses all eflScacy 
when inconsistently administered. 

Common sense and common law agree in the principles 
regulating the penalties for crimes against life and limb, and 
crimes against mere inert property. Coke, Hale, and Black- 
stone all recognize the superiority of the farmer's claim to 
protection, and such claim was recognzied by the ancient 
Anglo-Saxon code. Property may be recovered or reinstated 
in validity ; life never can, and limbs but seldom if ever in 
their pristine vigour. It is in the highest degree essential that 
health and strength of body and members, the health and 
strength on which depend the acquisition of property, should 
be guarded with the greatest vigilance, and all injuries to 
them punished with the sternest and sharpest retribution. 
And if the reader is astonished at the enunciation of such 
trite truths, such mere elementary truistos, a perusal of many 
cases lately adjudicated on in the criminal courts will remove 
all cause for astonishment, and prove the need there is that 
some of our judicial functionaries should be awakened from 
the lethargy or hallucination respecting the several rights of 
person and property into which they have fallen. 

The evil of leniency in cases of injury to the person is one of 
those that has attained enormous proportion of late. It is one 
whose fruits are seen in the savage assaults and the bloody 
affrays which must be checked, if need be, by the bitterest pains 
of servitude and the lash. The next Session of Parliwnent 
will not have fulfilled all its duties if it ends without the enact- 
ment of a brief measure, fixing severer punishments for 
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Bpecified acts of violence. What such an Act should be will 
presently be shown. 

Here let us consider the present code of criminal law and 
the various cases of misplaced "discretion" which are culled 
from a file of newspapers. They deserve the most earnest con- 
sideration from every Judge and Member of Parliament who 
may happen to see them, and their lamentable effect is to 
produce that curse to any system of law — a belief in its hazards 
and its chances as dependent on individual administrators. 

The Consolidation Act, 24 & 25 Vict. cap. 100, is the 
present code regulating the punishment dealt out by the law 
of England to the commission of crimes against the person. 
The annexed table shows the penalties attached to the different 
species of violence which it is the aim of this paper to 
discuss. 

SuMMABT Convictions. 

Common assault ... £ 5 fine or two months hard labour. 
Aggravated assault 
on women £20 fine or six months hard labour. 

Indiotablb Offenoss. 
Grievous bodily harm . • • • Penal servitude for life. 
Commou assault 12 months' imprisonment. ] 

Now there is no exaggeration in saying that dozens of cases 
' are adjudicated on by magistrates under the first of these two 
headings which ought to be tried under the second. And, 
when so adjudicated, not even the full summary penalty — 
often not even half of it — is inflicted. Indeed^ it is enough to 
provoke the most phlegmatic person into anger, to see the kind 
of apathy with which some of the London magistrates regard 
the cases of assault brought before them, and the ridiculously 
slight fines with which they punish them. The larceny of 
petty articles is visited with months of hard labour, while (to 
give instances reported in the newspapers) knocking a woman's 
tooth out and cutting her face, pulling a handful of hair out by 
the roots, indecently assaulting a servant, striking a woman 
with a rake in the face, and wounding her that she faints, and 
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other similar brutalities^ have all been punished of late by the 
infliction of trumpery fines. 

What is the consequence ? — The savage spirit animating the 
ruffianism of London, and fostered by the Forcible Feebles at 
some of the courts, has full swing. Eyes blackened, noses 
broken, ears bitten off, frightful wounds, contusions, and 
lacerations are the fruits of the magisterial leniency. One 
magistrate in particular seems, since his appointment, to be 
utterly blind and deaf to the complaints made for mere bodily 
injuries. In his court have been reported shocking assaults, 
not one of which has been visited with that bitter imprison- 
ment which alone cures brutality. 

Is it that the air of a London magistrate's court has some 
enervating effect? Are the scenes and instances of shameful 
assaults and savage ferocity so numerous as to deaden the 
magisterial sensibility ? Why is not the two months' penalty 
rigidly enforced in every assault where any bodily disfigure- 
ment or laceration — aye, be it the slightest — results, and why 
is not a minimum of fourteen days given to every other proved 
savage attack? Because the magistrates forget the precious value 
of limb and bone while perceiving that of watches and purses I 

Of the strange perversity of judgment in this matter, which 
distinguishes many of the London magistrates, enough has been 
said in a former number, under the title " Crimes of Violence 
and their Punishment." Rather is it intended in this paper to 
point out the pernicious leniency which extends to some courts 
of far higher position than Metropolitan police courts. Not 
merely at the Middlesex Sessions have the heavy sentences 
passed off for offences against property, and the light ones 
for offences against the person. A sentence of four months for 
manslaughter with the knife was passed by an eminent judge 
not long since. Such a manslaughter is divided by the thinnest 
line from murder, and how paltry does it seem when compared 
with the heavy sentences of penal servitude inflicted at 
every assize and quarter sessions for robberies of articles of 
property. 
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Manslaughter^ rape^ assaults with intent, infliction of grievous 
bodilj harm, and assaults resulting in any personal mutilationi 
ought by every rule of common sense to meet with most 
exemplary punishment. Yet they only seem to rank, in the 
minds of many administrators of the criminal law, with 
robberies, thefts, and forgeries, and generally below these last, 
in heinousness. A lamentable perversion of judgment this, 
and most terrible in its consequences. The brutal violence of 
our English savages is, in effect, a result more or less of a per<» 
nicious idea that the person may be injured with little risk, 
while the pocket is guarded by the most terrible rigour of the 
law. Unless this idea is forthwith exploded by the infliction 
of very heavy punishment (with no remission) for violence, 
the lawlessness which has temporarily grown up among the 
dangerous classes will have terrible results. Already rowdyism 
and ferocity seem to have infected the mobs in many places in 
an unusual degree, and the sooner the lesson is taught that 
the Law is above all in England, the better for everyone's 
welfare. 

Property is as nothing compared with life and limb. Who 
does not regard the robber of his watch as a far less culpable 
offender than the villain who stabs or beats him to death's door. 
The sharp sting of the lash, the terrors of the hulks, and the 
rigour of prison life are the only fit reprisals for crimes of 
brutal violence committed for mere savagery and love of iu' 
flicting pain. The wife beaters, the villains who offer violence 
to women, the smashers of bones with pokers and hobnailed 
boots, the cannibals who bite off ears and noses, the ruffians 
who use quart pots as lethal weapons, and the vitriol throwers, 
are the worst criminals in England. By their side, the shop- 
lifter, the watch stealer, the pickpocket, and the swindler are 
trifling offenders. And until the judges and the magistrates 
adopt this classification, we shall continue to shudder aud 
sicken at the devilish brutality and cruelty which crop up at 
every gaol delivery. 

It cannot be denied that the London stipendiary magistrates 
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have done much, by their ^leniency towards mere acts of 
violence; in deadening the minds of criminals towards the 
nature of ruffianism ; and one or two whom we could name 
seem, to judge from the Times reports of their courts, to show 
the most ridiculous ignorance of their functions as repressive 
agents of brutality as well as of theft. At one court several 
savage assaults have been punished with trumpery fines. It 
makes one regret that the option of a fine was ever retained 
in the 42nd section of the 24 & 25 Vict., c. 100, which rules 
common assaults. It is a source of miserable weakness in 
some magisterial decisions. 

The moment the dreadful theory gains distinct shape, that 
the integrity of life and limb are little valued by the law, all 
security and cohesion of society ceases. Mercy, or rather weak- 
ness, in such cases is very cruel to the criminal classes as well as 
to their victims, because sooner or later it engenders a fierce 
and pitiless reaction ; and more than that leniency to offences of 
this class intensifies more than ever the commercial taint which 
runs so much through English law. Every consideration must 
point towards the far severer punishment of offences against 
person than of those against property. 

What then are the suggestions for ameliorating the mis- 
placed lenity which sows such dragon's teeth : — 

First (as before advised) a circular from the Home Oflfice 
pointing out the imprisoning powers of the Act regulating 
offences against the person. This applies to magistrates' 
courts only. 

Second. A short and tersely drawn Act, punishing every 
common assault with any wilful mutilation with a maximum 
two years hard labour, and, in the case of a male, twenty 
lashes. Committal for trial peremptory. 

Third. Intensified punishments on proof of previous convic- 
tions for assaults. 

Severity is needed. The lash has been so admu'able a medi- 
cine for the disease of garotting, that we cannot doubt its effi- 
cacy in that of the brutal assault and battery. And the lash 
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has terrors for the brute. Let a little consideration for the 
wives beaten almost to deaths and the bitten^ smashed^ and 
kicked victims temper the philanthropy which looks after the 
peq)etrators and shudders at the cat-o-nine tail's name. 

To sum up the events of the case briefly, it is only necessary 
to reiterate that property can be fully reinstated ; life, limbs, 
and teeth cannot. Attacks cm the parse injure the bank-book, 
attacks on the body injure the constitution ; and while 
offences against property shorten only the assets attacks on 
the person often shorten life. 

One word more. Every proved assault, either with intent 
or indecent, and every proved rape, ought to meet with the full 
terms of punishment. Nothing more demonstrates a weakness 
in a State than the insecurity of its women's safety, and 
nothing can be a bitterer satire on civilization than to see 
women unable to walk alone on the high road. 

The sooner the judges, chairmen of Quarter Sessions, and 
magistrates decide on punishing grievously all crimes of unre- 
deemed brutality the better for our national character and our 
social and individual safety. Not only for our own benefits 
bat for those of the weak and defenceless in the lowest classes 
in the great town, ought we swiftly, sternly, and surely to 
teach the lesson that all violence ensures the heaviest retribu* 
tion from the law. Impossible it is to overrate the importance 
of such a lesson, and it is earnestly hoped that the considerations 
imperfectly pointed out in this paper may at once find some 
place in the minds of those who have the great and awful 
responsibility of the just administration of the Criminal Law. 

William Beads Jun. 
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Abt. IX.— historic points in the laws 

RELATING TO WOMEN, 

HE who commences the large mquiry, to which this paper 
is but a humble coiitribution^ in the hope of discovering 
some historic guide to a solution of what controversies may 
still be rife, upon the immense question of " Woman and her 
Rights," must prepare himself for much disappointment. The 
result of the most prolonged research will be to satisfy his 
mind, more and more, of the truth of a conviction, which he 
will have begun to entertain, almost at the outset, that there 
is no one question of jurisprudence upon which the authorities 
of the earth have differed so widely, and with so little in their 
antecedents or arguments to account for the conflict. It is 
not that these are favourable, and those hostile, to this or that 
view of the female status. But it is that, whether favouring 
or opposing any particular view, they invariably differ from 
their adversaries quite as much in respect of concession as in 
respect of denial of right. It was said by Dr. Matthew Gibson, 
in his famous correspondence with Edmund Burke, that he 
would undertake to find in the corpus scholasticum of anti- 
papal churches and sects all the dogmas of Rome, less one ; the 
Roman supremacy. It may be said of the female status that, 
in the mass of the written and unwritten laws of man, which 
have come down to us from the beginning of time, we find every 
point of equality, civil and political, established in favour of 
the woman, except only the general conclusion to which the 
discovery seems logically to point. 

At all times, and in every scheme of law or custom, there 
has been, no doubt, an exceptional provision for the case of 
the female. But the principle of the exception has seldom, if 
ever, been the same, even where the mere details have appeared 
to show some affinity. The female has been regarded as an 
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inferior^ as an equals as a superior; and in each case the same, 
or very nearly the same, precautions have been taken against 
giyiDg validity to her acts. Sometimes^ as in Great Britain 
and Irelandj she is stricken with positive incapacity^ out of 
tenderness to her person, or, as Blackstone admiringly puts it * 
"for her protection and benefit,"- and, to show "what a great 
favourite is the female sex of the laws of England." Occasionally, 
as in the French jurisprudence of that time of decay, called 
'* renaissance " by its f autors, the same disabilities are declared ; * 
and they are justified because of the " nine wicked conditions " 
peculiarly noticeable amongst the many others, inherent to the 
nature of that abominable sex-f In one country she is inca- 
pacitated, jrtiz^ exempted; which again is the case of this 
kingdom ; and in some others, e.g, in Italy and Spain, she is 
exempted quiet incapable. As little agreed are the 
legists upon the reasons of the disability, or of the exemption, 
as the case may be. According to the municipal lawyers 
of some countries^ it is because the woman is weak of 
body, but not of mind ; — according to those of others, because 
she is weak of mind, but not of body ; and, according to 
those of others, because she is weak of both. Some codes, again, 
disdain to be so defended. These rest their justification upon 
the revealed law, so far as they understand that law ; and, as 
they differ in their premises, so they must needs differ in the 
application. Finally, one' school of nations profess to base 
their doctrine of exclusion, (or privilege as they may prefer to 
call it), upon the mystic union of ^^caro una " between husband 
and wife; — although how that should affect the question of the 
feme sole and her rights passeth all comprehension. Others, 
again, deny that the religious dogma has ever been received 
into the scheme of temporal law, a'nd prefer to find the origin 
of their doctrine in the " tutela " of the Roman law ; — although 
here again such a parentage is beyond all wonder, to those who 
are not ignorant that the ^^ tutela ^^ ■ of wives was unknown to 

* I. Comm., 445. ' t - 

t Le Songe de Verger, Liv. I.j Ch. cxlvii, a2)ud Gide : Etude sur la coDdition 
priY^e de la femme, p. 620. 
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that law^ and was strictly confined to children ; and this^ more- 
over, without distinction of sex. 

Variations of that kind had better be left to explain them- 
selyes ; and without further preface let us now proceed to as 
general a classification as the case will admits and the law of 
space allow* 

The barbarism of a nation or race can be regarded only as a 
condition of degeneracy from some lost status and forgotten law. 
It is, therefore, in the truest sense, abnormal ; and, as «uch, it 
can make no figure amongst the codes of civilised States^ 
except so far as occasionally to point or modify the application 
of these, when coming into conflict with the " lewd usages " of 
a barbarous race. But that exception, belonging to inter- 
national law,* need not be further noticed with reference to 
the matter in hand. Rejecting, theref(»re, all that the antienta 
have recorded^ or their philosophers dreamed, and all that our 
modem discoverers and travellers have represented or invented^ 
touching the condition of woman amongst the wild oar barba- 
rous peoples^ the present inquiry is confined to an examination 
of the leading characteristics of the jurisprudence and legis- 
lation of civilised man, upon that important and delicate 
subject. 

The patriarchal period is, of course, excluded. We cannot 
conceive the notion of afamily-jurisprudence^ or a family-legis- 
lation. And we may safely believe that no one ever thought Oif 
either, until after the Tribe, or the Nation, had replaced the 
Family, and the State had gathered into its own hands^ 4ihe 
several jurisdictions, which the Heads of all the Families 
within its borders had been accustomed^ each at his own hearth, 
to administer' and enforce. But thus much may be said with 
respect to that era, and to the monuments which it has left 
behind it, of its status of the Woman in the Family. That 
must have been in :all countries substantially the same — what-* 
ever the existing distinctions of land or race — the purely patri- 

* Fallati : " Kcime des Volkerrechts bey wilden und halbwilden St»mmen." 
Tubinger Zeitschrift fiir Staatswiasenachaften (1850) pp. 17^, 181, 207, 219, 225^ 
J. Th. Roth, Archiv fi& das Volkerrecht. Heft I., p. 88, ff. 
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arcbal time knew them not. It Is not impossible to trace the 
rude outlines of that Old World institute. Marriage is the 
foundation of the Family. Husband and wife are each essen- 
tial to its constitution, and enjoy an influence and an honour 
nearly co-ordinate. Monogamy^ therefore^ is the first condi- 
tion of that society. From the moment when that condition 
fails, the institute is doomed. Yet, even in the second and 
degenerate stage, that of polygamy, it is the first wife who 
enjoys — as it were hers only — that distinction which the 
designation of wife always gave. It is true that her lower 
associates participate. It is true that none are depriyed of the 
honour which they seyerally claim from their own children. 
But the title of the First Wife transcends theirs, even in that 
respect All the offspring of the Patriarch, by whatsoeyer 
'^ venter, ^^ are accounted to be also the children of the first 
wife, or, as the Israelites, even in alter times, used to designate 
her — ^^ The wife of his youth." To this day, a still more 
antient people, tiie Chinese, follow the same practices. The 
first wife with them is '^ the principal mother of the husband's 
^^ children. '^ The subjection of the children to the domestic 
authority endures in the patriarchal system until emancipation. 
The emancipation of the son takes place upon his quitting the 
domicile ; the emancipation of the female child takes place only 
upon her marriage. She passes then into another family, and 
assumes the place of honour which she has seen filled by her 
mother in the home of birth which she has left. But the home 
remains ; and the emancipated children — whether male or female 
— ^are always at liberty to resume the former status^ when they 
have lost the new one.* 

Passing onwards, the questions present themselves : What 
then are the leading distinctions among the institutions of 
civilised men on the subject of woman, and her relations to this 

* Genesis, xvi., 1 ; Proverbs, v., 18 ; Ta Tsin Leu Le, 108 ; Manii, ii., 
138-9, 111., 56-6, 60; Yajnavalkya, i., 74-88 ; I. Strange, Hindii Law, 453 ; Lenz, 
Geschichte der Weiber im horoischen Zeitalter, apud Gide ; Etude sur le SenatuB- 
Consulte Velleien, p. 32. Griigits: I&tV/. p. 226-860; lUad, IX, v. Ml ; 0^88. 
VI., V. 182 J VIL, V. 69 ; Sprenger, Muhammad, II., 536, III., 82-4. 
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world ? and what have been the principles on which they agree, 
and those as to which they appear to be in conflict? 

A learned German writer of the present day*, supposes 
mankind to be susceptible of classification under two great 
divisions^ viz., (1) the Passive races^ and (2) the Active races; 
and he thinks that he has found a marked difference between 
those of the first and those of the second class, with regard to 
such of their habits, customs, and legislation as affect the 
female status. The classification is artificial and the distinc- 
tion imaginary. Of the first, it is sufficient to say that Rome, 
Germany, England, and France are all said to be " Active 
races," equally, that is, with Muscovy; that of China is put 
into one class and Tartary into the other ; that the Muslim 
nations are similarly parcelled out ; and that the civilised or 
semi-civilised Aryan is ranked now with his fellow, and now 
with savage man. As to the second, none who have considered 
with careful attention the incongruities and contrarieties, in 
regard to that question, of the manners, customs, and laws of 
either of these two supposed classes, or even of almost any one 
of the races thus arbitrarily assigned to either of them, not 
only at various periods, but even at the same period of the 
world's history, can hesitate to reject it. 

The truth is that no such classification is possible. It may be 
presumed that, in the beginning, the mutual rights and duties 
of the two sexes were understood and observed, just as other 
rights and other duties were. But, as the boundaries of just 
and unjust have not been always respected in later ages, so, 
in particular, there was ever the greater temptation to disregard 
them in the case of the female, because of the facilities afforded 
by the physical weakness of her sex. No other solution 
appears capable of universal application than this ; and none 
other has even the occasional advantage of historic corrobora- 
tion. Thus the same scripture which among the Hebrews, the 
same Smriti which among the Hindtis^ the same hymns and 

* Die Frauen, etc., von Dr. Gustav Klemm (Dresden) T. i. 1-20, 816, 
821, 838; T. III., 838. 



Historic Points in the Laws relating to Women. 129 

epics^ and histories^ and written laws, which in Greece and 
Rome^ and the same sagas, which in the lands of the North 
tell ns, of the normal equality and even ascendancy of Women, 
in the Family, or Tribe, or State — testify also to the continual 
invasion of her commonest rights in particular cases. But 
those acts of brute force^ frequent as they have been, at all 
times, and perhaps more frequent in all countries, during the 
long interval between the beginning of the decline of the 
patriarchal authority of each paterfamilias ^ and the final 
absorption of that authority into the power of the State, con* 
stituted not even a case of exception to the common rule of 
right. There was no nation so barbarous in its practices of 
that kind, as not to know their barbarity and lawlessness. 
Nay, it not seldom occurred that the worst of these acts were 
most familiar in countries, where the general temper of the 
people favoured to excess the rights so invaded. Learned 
writers* have well remarked, that in the bosom of the same 
German tribes, where the condition of the female was so often 
that of subjection and oppression, the sex was nevertheless 
surrounded with respect, with honour, and, in regaxd to its sup 
posed spiritual gifts, with superstitious veneration : insomuch 
that, even after the usages of the race had got themselves 
written down into codes, with little discrimination of good 
practices from evil, there might be seen, side by side with the 
articles which despoiled her of equality^ and, as it were, in 
consideration of such wrong, those which bestowed upon her 
a double measure of protection, and avenged the blood of the 
poorest female with more of rigor than that of the Land's 
Noble or the Tribe's Chief. The inconsistencies are un- 
deniable — shocking, if you will ; — but they are part and parcel 
of our subject ; for they belong to the fallen nature of our race. 
It is the ^^mal seme d^ Adamo^^ discerned by the eye of 
Ariosto, whithersoever the poet turned it ; the stone of the 
metaphor, — which Palgrave loved so well, — for ever marring 

* Etude ear la condition priv^ de la femme, p, 229. Grinun, Bechtsalt., 404^ 
Mem. de 1' Acad, des Inser., t. V., hist., p. 830. 
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the hopes of the builder^ because fretted with leprosy even 
from the quarrj I 

From the survey of what are improperly termed the Codes 
of the £a6t^ certiun facts are obtainable, which are applicable to 
all ; and also others which are peculiar to the codes of particular 
nations, races, or religions ; i.e., the Chinese, the Hindti, or 
the Persian ; the Turanian, the Semitic, or the Aryan ; the 
Pantheist, the Polytheist, or the Muslim. In the brief space of 
these pages, it is impossible to devote a separate consideration 
to each, or indeed to give more than a mere enumeration of 
some diief characteristics. They are shortly these : * 

L— *The Family is the Integer. The sexes are equal ; for the 
Head is supreme. The Head is represented by some other mem- 
ber—male or female — of the Family, whom the custom desig- 
nates, during the minority, the incapacity, <»r the absence of the 
Head. II. — The peculiar characteristic of the Aryan Family 
in this last respect is that the Family is also a Copartnery* 
In every member is vested a proprietary right, present and 
reversionary, of which not even the Head of the Family can 
deprive him or her without consent Yet, in other respects, 
the Head or (as before) the male or female representative of 
that Head, has the sole and unfettered management of the 
family estate, and may lawfully consume it in the exercise of 
his or her bond fide administration. No other member of the 
Aryan family, male or female, so long as it endures, has any 
voice in that matter. It is only through a legal and solemn 
partition of the family estate, that each member is separated 
from the rest, and placed upon a footing of quasi independence 
as to the common head. Bat partition destroys the Aryan 
family, and is final (the maxim being that '^ once is partition 
made "), and therefore it is never resorted to but out of neces- 
sity and with relnctance. III. — The position of the female in 
every Eftetern family is secured to her by the law. Respect i» 

* The following authorities may be consulted :—Manu, B. iii., v,, viii., ix.» 
XI.; Yajnavalkya, B. i., ii. ; Kuran, Surd ii., iv., v.; Ta-tsin-leu-le. B. in. ; 
Selden, de Uxwe HebraicAj Ub. in. ; Gans, Erb-Recht in weltg. Entwick. T. i., 
pp. 148-260. 
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enjoined in the name of the deity or deities, from iVhom it is sup- 
posed to have been received. Her rights and duties are reci- 
procal according to that law. The equality of the husband and 
wife is asserted in the same text of Holy Writ, the same *'slok" 
of t^e Purdnd, or the same stird of the Kurin, which enjoins the 
former to protect and cherish the latter, and the latter to submit 
herself to the natural superiority of the former. IV. — Here, 
again, the Aryds surpass all other known races (except, of 
course, the Banft — Israel of the Semitic race) in the expres- 
sion of that equality. In the Hindti formula, husband and 
wife are but one person, — therefore bounden to mutual fidelity 
until death (a principle which excludes polygamy) ; — and he 
alone is perfect here below who consists of three persons in 
one ; that is to say, ^^ of his wife, of himself, and their ofT- 
spring." V. — The necessary consequence of these principles 
would be to entitle the wife, or, at least, the widow and the 
emancipated female everywhere, to an equality of civil and 
social rights, without the family, that is to say, in her rela- 
tions to third parties also. But this is prevented, by the 
introduction, from high antiquity, of another maxim, which is 
received everywhere in the East, by Muslim and by Kafir 
alike, and according to which every woman, sole or coverte, 
major or minor, is esteemed to be of inferior intelligence and 
volition, and is therefore protected against the wiles of the 
other sex, and of her own also, by being placed under a species 
of perpetual interdict or incapacity, which makes void her acts 
and obligations out of doors. But this, as indeed the terms 
show, is always presented in the light of a privilege, or of an 
exemption, and not of a disability ; and, when the good of the 
family requires it — e.g.^ where the manager is a female — it 
ceases altogether. 

The distinctions introduced by religion, by race, and by 
positive legislation deserve a more detailed exposition than 
it is possible to give within the compass of this paper. But 
the following explanation of the leading points may be found 
not altogether without profit. 

K 2 
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The Hebrews were a Semitic people, but they were also " a 
peculiar people," an4 for very obrious reasons their laws and 
customs are not to be regarded as belonging to race. Without 
entering into the painful controyersy still raging between Dr. 
Colenso and the Established Church, — in which, be it said in 
passing, either side appears to have caught up only a fragment 
of the truth, — thus much at least is clear, that we must take the 
Scriptural narrative as it is, or reject it altogether, if we take it 
into account at all, as part and parcel of the history of the juris- 
prudence and legislation of the antient world.* This is espe- 
cially true of the present subject of inquiry. If we follow the 
Scriptures, it is impossible to doubt that the status of the 
Daughters of the Promise, as well before as after the promul- 
gation of the Mosaic Code, was far higher and better than that 
of the females of any other contemporary stock, whose history 
has come down to us. ^^ Man " was the " male and female" cre- 
ation of God. The first pair were created with an equality of 
rights. Every succeeding pair had before their eyes that ex- 
ample to be their own model. The children of the Family, with- 
out distinction of sex, were equal before the law, so long as they 
remained within the Family. Emancipation was the conse- 
quence of separation from it. The son '^ left his father and 
mother," or, as it is elsewhere said, went " forth from his country 
and his father's house" to found a new Family and be its head. 
The daughter did the same, not to found a Family, however, 
but to join that of her future husband, and to be '* of one bone 
and of one flesh " with him for evermore. Monogamy — without 
even divorce to modify it — was the original law. Polygamy 
was tolerated afterwards, because of 'Uhe hardness of the 
hearts " of a people, to whom the polygamy of every neigh- 
bouring people had become a familiar spectacle ; '^ but, in the 
beginning it was not so." f 

* The writer has uaed the word " jurispradcnoe " throughout this paper in the 
oonUnental sense ; that is to say, as equivalent, or nearly so, to the terms " Case- 
law" and "judicial exposition,*' better known in English courts. 

t Abraham and Isaac, in this respect, stand in marked distinction to Jacob, 
the third Patriarch of the race, the founder of the House of Israel. Genesis, 
XXVI, 84, 86, xxvii., 46, xxviii., 1-9, xxix., xxxi., 1-17, 36-55; (and, in par* 
ticttlar, 50«) 
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What the condition of the female is amongst other Semitic 
peoples we know. What it was before Muhammad we may 
faintly guess. Without adopting all the crude opinions of 
the antients on that subject^ we are safe in supposing^ with a 
learned writer of our own times ♦ that the Etir&n, in some 
important respects, laid upon the women in Arabia and the 
East restraints and disabilities before unknown. The distinc- 
tion^ for instance^ of marriage {nih6)j and temporary concu- 
binage (rnutda\ was not appreciated by the Pagan Arabians, 
who resented equally, and even to bloodshed, the abandon- 
ment of the female relative, whether wife or concubine.t 
Under Al-Islam, the story of Odenathus and Zenobia would 
have been an anachronism — an impossibility : — Cleopatra 
would have had no opportunity of beguiling and tampering with 
Julius Gassar and ruining his lieutenant: —Dido would not have 
headed the emigration ships from Tyre : — ^and Semiramis could 
never have done anything to excite the emulation of Catherine 
the Second. Still it Is far from true, that even now, and 
under the Ktirfin — for she is everywhere in the East its sub- 
ject, either as believer or as tributary, — the condition of the 
Semitic female is such as the Western world used to believe, 
when MaraccI and Belandus and Launcelot Addison were in 
fashion. 

The theocratic element is said to have prevailed, even ovei 
the patriarchal element, in the pre-Muhammadan legislation and 
jurisprudence of all Semitic peo[)les. It certainly obtained a 
decided supremacy by means of the Ktirdn. What loss the 
female suffered in her family rights, through the new reve- 
lation was, perhaps, made up to her in large degree, by the 
additional guarantees which the precepts and threatenlngs of 
' the Book " afforded against oppression and injustice. | It Is 
quite true that the " harem " of the Asiatic is as sacred and 
as well guarded, by use and opinion, against invasion of the 

♦ Moir, History of Muhammad (1861), vol. Ill, p. 804, 

t Sprenger, Leben und Lehre deg Muhammad, dritter Band, s. 84 (1865). 

J Sale's Klir&n, Prelim. Disc, Sect. v. and vi., pp. 93-4, 98 (1844). 
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State, u tbe home o£ the EngUshman, or Lord Chatham's 
ideal therecrfl* Bat it ie also true^that a certain interrention 
on the part of the public authority is nmther forbidden by the 
K6rin, nor opposed to the Sfinna, nor foreign to the habits 
and f eeltngs of the Jamiat. Of that authorily the proteotion, 
when invoked, is freely aocoided unto all, without distinction 
of sex or rank; and it may be invoked by the aggrieved 
parfy, or in case of need, by his or hfx lawful representatives. 
It is a grave error, for instance^ to sa^pose, with the writer 
first cited^t that, because it is not specifically mentioned in the 
Kdrin, the wife's right to a divorce or separation, for any one 
of '* the thirteen causes," is not recognised by the Ulema as 
within the spirit of the legislation.} It is the same with all 
the female's rights, personal or proprietary, whether m $pey or in 
esse, whether the female be married, or muden, and whether 
she be minor, major, or widowed ; — ^those rights are warranted 
and enforceable by the same law which acknowledges and 
defines them. If she takes a half share, and her brothers each 
a whole one in the inheritance, it must be remembered that 
the distribution is otherwise equal ; far primc^niture is dis- 
regarded, and the distinction of realty and personalty is un- 
known.§ In no case, can her consent be forced to an invasion, 
an alienation, or a restriction of those rights, nor to a ratifica- 
tion of such. Even a betrothal in marriage — ^nay, the contract 
itself — ^must be annulled, albeit made by authorily of parents 
and guardians, and in due form of law — if the bride on attain- 
ing the age of consent, (which is that of puberty) — refuses to 
implement it.| It is favourable to the practical value of the 

* See Mr. Uiqnliart's ^ Spirit of the But " (18S9), vol lu p. 396. 

t Muir, ubi wpra, p. 304. 

t Compue Urqiibait,iiMn9ra, p. 394, wiUi Sale, iiMjigm?, sect. Tl^ 1^95-6, 
and Baillie's Digest of Mohammedan Law, (1865] p. 203. 

§ Urqohart, uhi mpra^ pp. 392-8. 

I, The anthorities were yeiy Mly collected and examiaed, in the celebrated 
and moch litigated case of the double marriage of Ehatlza Bibi, bint Ghdlam 
Hussein Roghai, before the Supreme Court of Bombay (1860-4), and eventually 
decided by the present High Court, sitting in Banco, in favour of the female's 
light to annul ; in the suit of Muhammad Ibrahim Parkar r. GbAlam Hussein 
Itoghai, and others (1863-4). The authorised report has not yet been pub. 
lished (at leipt In Europe). ' . 
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right, that the Muslim law does not recognise any change in 
the statfis of birth by reason of marriage. The wife belongs 
to her father's family. They manage her dowry and separate 
estate during marriage, and afford her a home and protection, 
when that relation ceases, or is suspended, and the means of 
marrying again, in the former case. If she requires a divorce, 
they must demand it in her name, and conduct the proceedings, 
whether arbitral or judicial, to their eud ; and also provide for 
her re-marriage when divorced. Upon occasion, indeed, before 
Isl&m, the Arab kinsmen of the wife claimed and exercised 
that function, even against the wife's will ; and it is doubtful 
how far the Prophet meant to condemn the extraordinary claim. 
But at least the ordinary duty is as above stated ; and we may 
well believe, with the biographer and commentator of Muham- 
mad, that it is only in ^^ lands demoralised and without the sense 
of honour, such as Egypt and Syria," that these singular 
provisions, preserved from the earliest patriarchs of the 
desert, have ceased to be of profit. * 

The nations of the West are all of Aryan race. It may 
therefore be not surprising to discover, in the laws of antient 
Greece and Some, in the customs of antient Germany, in the 
£ddas of the North, and in the Codes and capitularies of the 
Franks, the Lombards, and the Burgundians, very considerable 
affinities to the provisions of the Vedas and Purdnas of the 
Hiudti and the Zendavesta of the Iranian nations of the same 
race, with respect to the condition of woman in the Family and 
the State. It was equally to be expected that, by the side of 
those affinities there would, in the course of thousands of years 
of separation from the common Aryan stock, and from each 
other, be found varieties, discrepancies, contrarieties even, not 
less considerable. Such in both respects has been the fact. 

From the Hindu and Persian estimate of her intellectual 

inferiority, the spirit of society relating to woman which obtained 

among the Ionian Greeks, differed in no essential measure, and 

the laws were answerable to that spirit. Amongst the ruder 

* Sprenger, uU supra, zweiter Band, s. 636 ; dritter Band, s. 84, 
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Dorian and JSolian Oreeks, the intellectual inferiority of woman 
was less sharply deckred^ and perhaps less important, and, in 
Sparta at least, the legisktion of L jcurgus had done much to 
remoYe the physical inequalities also of the two sexes;* — 
inequalities of &r more consequence in the eyes of a martial 
people. Suhject to these qualifications, there can be no doubt 
tiiat, where the dominion of Sparta did not come, the general 
status of the Grecian female was precisely similar to that of 
her Hindfi sister of the same times, and, in a great measure, of 
our own times also. The chief d^erences would seem to be 
that — 1, tiie basis of the family was widened : — all the citizens 
were holden to be equally interested in its affairs with its 
natural members: — ^and the &mily had become, as it were, re- 
constnicted upon a communistic model: f — 2, the irpo/^ (better 
known to us as the Koman '^ dos ") had grown into use, as an 
essential part of the marriage contract: — 3, the widow, 
instead of remaining in the family of her deceased husband, 
reverted, upon his death, to her former status or settiement by 
birth : — and 4, in all questions of conflict touching her rights 
or duties, as indeed in all questions of a litigious kind, it was 
no longer by the voice of the priest or the college of priests 
that the decision was given, but by that of the agora of the 
people. 

Eome, whose genius and manners were far more nearly 
akin to those of the Dorians and ^olians, than to those of the 
other Grecian states, — ^presents, as well in the resemblances as 
in the differences of her antient laws of women, with respect 
to those of the cognate Hellenes, a remarkable illustration of 
the traditional Aryan descent. I. — What antient Kome had, 
from the first, and always, preserved with a tenacity only sur- 
passed by the Aryan of the changeless East, was the sacerdotal 
origin of and jurisdiction to administer the laws, by which her 

* Compare Grote, Hia*. of Greece (1862), part ir., ch. vi., xi., zlyiu., vol. ii., 
pp. 148, 337, and vol. it., pp. 228-30, and note (5), with Mure : Language and 
Literature of Antient Greece (2nd. edn., 1854), vol. ii., p. 335, vol. iii., pp.76, 
304-5, and Plutarch : Lycnrgus ; — ^xiv., 2. 

t Gide; Condition priv6e de la femme p. 67, Plutarch, Solon, zviii., 6, Aristot. 
Polit., Till., 1, Demosthenes, Coron., 205. 
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Bocietj was constituted, and more especially the laws of women. 
It was so when the Pontificate was the sacred and reserved 
right of the Patrician order. It remained so, after the plebs 
had wrested that monopoly away. The jus romanum, first 
and last, was ever, if not a religion, in the modern sense, at 
least an abstruse and mysterious science, belonging to religion, 
which the vulgar might not practise, nor so much as learn, but 
must leave to the College of Pontiffs. 11. — It was an almost ne- 
cessary corollary from that order of things, that the Grecian 
novelty, of an intervention of the State in the Family or its affairs, 
should be steadily and jealously excluded at Home. The 
modem Hindti family is not more conformable to the old 
Aryan type in that respect than was the Roman family ; that 
is to say, such as it was, before the inchoate degeneracy of the 
republican manners was stimulated into new action, by the 
legislation which Augustus and his successors found necessary, 
for the defence of that form of usurpation which always finds 
parasites amongst the base and the corrupt of mankind, and is 
called Empire. It was part and parcel of the jus privatum 
itself, ever supreme in the republic, and ever guarded against 
assault or fraud, by the mysterious "formula " of the 
*^ contractus^^ and of the " legis actio,^^ * and the jealous rigor 
with which the law was strengthened, against every modification 
of those safeguards of private right. III. — Conservative of 
many other Aryan traditions, elsewhere lost to Europe — ^that 
wonderful system maintained, much longer than in any 
other civilised land of the antient Western world where it was 
known to subsist, the patriarchal tradition in particular. 
Nowhere was the paternal power, nor the immunity of the 
domicile and its jurisdiction, carried further than in Rome of the 
Kings and the Republic VI. — The Family was the Integer. 
The child, without distinction of sex, and (subject to what will 
be said presently), the wife, too, were " in manu " (or power) 

* Uti leg^isset ita jas esto, Ulpiaii xr., 14. Uti liogiia nuncupdssit itajus esto. 
Cato, de Re Bast., 145-161. Festus: vox nancupata, Yarr. de Re Rust ii., 2, 8. 
Cicero, de Orat. i., 57-58. Quas actiones ne Popolas, prout vellet, institueret, 
Pomponios, fir. 2, T. 6, D. i., 2. 
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of the paterfamilias. But it was a power defined and restrained 
by morality and custom. Above all he was but the consort 
of the wife. Their marriage was said to be coiyunctio maris 
et foemincB^ et consortium omnis vitcd divincB et humani juris 
communication * The communis bonorum was the ordinary 
regimen, as amongst older Aryan nations; and the whole 
family had the advantage of that. Th«e family was not divided. 
The females were not relegated into a separate apartment, as 
with the Ionian Greeks. They had but one atrium at home ; 
and they all assembled there. " Ubi tu Gaius^ ibi ego Gaia " 
were the words which had made the paterfamilias ; and, by tbe 
corresponding style of " Dominm Uxor^ she was entitled to be 
addressed by her husband when present, and described when 
absent.! The wife, in fact — ^as Dionysius of Halicarnassus ex- 
pressly says \ — was " mistress at home in the same sense as the 
husband was master." V. — In one important respect, the 
Aryan status of the female was far better preserved in free 
Rome, than in India, Persia, and the East at large, by tbis 
time lost to freedom. The external life of the citizen was not 
denied to the woman — not even to the wife. If the Comitia 
were closed to her, the Forum was not. She went abroad, 
amongst the other citizens of either sex, appeared at the 
Exchange, or (for she might be a banker) at the Bank ; she 
was received as surety or bail for any person ; she transacted 
all kinds of affairs, in short — her own private affairs, the 
affairs, too, of her household, of her family, of her husband, and 
of her clienta; for women could plead, and they exercised that 
right until by a legislative Act of the already expiring Re- 
public (A.C. 48) they were expressly excluded from that 
common right. § This was the signal for further legislation 
in the same spirit; and, in the specification of the functions 

* Modestinus, D. 23, 2, 1. 

+ Gide,p. 110. 

% Lib. II., 25. Kvjota rov oIkov rov dvrbv rpoirov Hv *6virep 6 dynp. 

§ Fr. 1 B. 5, D. III., 1. Origo vero introducta est ab AfraniA, improbissim& 
foemina, quse inverecundd postulans et magistratum inquietans causam dedit 
edicto. Valer. Max., viii., iii., 2. Compare Sir George Bowser's CommeQtarie9 
on the Modern Civil Law, ch. x., p. 68. 
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whicbj under the new regimen, were prohibited to the Romui 

female, we have the beet confirmation of the fact that, daring 

tiie long and glorious period of the Bepublic, ebe was deemed 

eompetent, not only to conduct in person her own suits and 

thoae of litigants whose attorney she was — at a timci too, when 

every suit was in the form of a legu actio, — but also to sit 

amongst the ^^judice$ " (jurors) upon occasion, and to perform 

many another judicial acts.^*^ VL — ^The " communio banorum,^^ 

like nearly every other right, might be excluded by 

i^reement, and so might the "manus^^ or power of the 

husband. A wife so exempted could scarcely be deemed the 

^^famina coopsrta^^ of Lord Coke's barbarous latinity, or 

the feme eapert$ of his less barbarous French.t When the 

'^ doti* conventio " became commoni the Republic was perishing 

in corruption, and amongst other institutes, the *^ consortium 

omnis vitcBf^ as marriage was still called, J had ceased to be so 

regarded. But Lord Mackenzie is mistaken in supposing, that 

the extinction of the ^^manus^^ thus wrought became the 

emanoipation of the Boman matron, or that the measure of her 

liberty, already so large, was thenceforth increased.§ It might 

have so chanced; but it did not. The dissolution of the 

family was the signal for creating the permanent incapacity, 

not only of the mother, but of every female member of it. 

They were so disabled, not as wives or as children, or as 

persons in manu or sub potestate, but as females. For the first 

time in the history of Borne, the Asiatic fiction of the 

inherent incapacity of that sex — "fragilitatis et imprudentia 

causd,^^ — became the principle of legislation.!! And even then — 

for to that extent we may agree with Lord Mackenzie — it is 

certainly true that, in some respects, the degree of liberty 

which was left to them " contrasted strongly with the heavy 

* XJlp. XIX, 18 ; GaiuB ii., 90, 96. Nee judices esse, nee postnlare, nee 
pnxmratores exsUtere; Fr. 2, D. L. 17, Fr. IS, D. xtii., 6, Fr. 20, 8. 6, D. 
xxFiii., I, Fr. 12, D. II. 13, Plutarch, Lycurg. et Numa Comparat., iii., 9. 
t Co. Ldtt. 112 a. 
X Modestinus, B. 23, 2, 1. 
Studies in Roman Law, 89. 
Gide. pp. 165, 173, 465-560, C. 5, 14, MarezoU, V. 165. 
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disabilities, imposed on wives by the Common Law of England 
and Scotland.* Its effect was chiefly to place the female in a 
state of perpetual tutelage to her husband, to her agnates, to 
the State. In this, most probably, consists the preference of 
modem civilians for the dotal regimen, over the regimen of 
conmiunity — a preference strongly marked in the Russian and 
Prussian codes, in the Code Napoleon, and in the codes which 
have been formed upon its model. The laws which made the 
husband's '^ auctoritas " a condition precedent, to so many acts 
which were left, under the re^men of community, to the free 
action of the ^^ domina uxor^^ were, practically speaking, a 
part of that dotal regimen, which they were framed to modify 
and correct. They are compatible with that regimen only. 
That is why it is received at this day with so much favour by 
certain States. VII. — For special cases — it was said — and in 
the view of the common interest of the family at large, the law 
demanded the intervention of some tutor on the female's part, 
as a simple measure of precaution against injury to the family 
estate. The new legislation certainly extended to many cases 
where that was not in question ; but it left the feme coverte 
(and much rather the feme sole) in some respects still very free. 
Her solemn acts demanded the presence of the tutor ; because 
they imported {inposse^ at least) a diminution of patrimony]; and, 
for the same reason, he was a necessary party to every aliena- 
tion of the**rw mancipi** — the most reserved of all family 
estates. But, beyond these limits, her administrative power 
was free. She might purchase, sell, lease, traffic, lend, grant 
releases of her own demands, satisfy her own creditors, make 
gifts by delivery, and assign her choses in action.f 

The Church undoubtedly has always possessed a certain 
influence over the legislation, as well as the jurisprudence of 
Christian states. That influence has sometimes, as in the case 
of the Gothic codes and the laws of the Anglo-Saxons, been 

+ U?DiI^'i*-« 27 ; Gaiua ii., 47, 81, 88, 86, in., 171; Vatic, fr. (ainn/ Gide, 
p. 118, n. 2.> Cicero, Topic, 11, pro Flacco, 84* 
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exercised in a direct and immediate way, but more frequently 
in the way of persuasion only. Again, the Church herself 
has^ at sundry times, undergone the counter-influcDces of the 
world, and her own laws concerning marriage have propor- 
tionally varied with the spirit of those times. Before she 
ascended the imperial seat of the Caesars, the constitutions of 
the Csesars, so often levelled against herself, were an abomina- 
tion; and neither the antiquity of the Twelve Tables, the 
majesty of the Consulta Fatrum, the equality of the Plebiscita, 
nor the wisdom of the Honorarium Jus and its commentators, 
could so far outweigh the considerations to which their Pagan 
origin undoubtedly gave rise, as to induce the Christians or 
their teachers to submit themselves, even in their secular con- 
cerns, to the guidance of those alien authorities. Therefore, 
during the first three centuries, at least, the apostolic doctrine 
of the perfect tmion and equality of rights between husband 
and wife, under the mystic headship of the former, continued 
to be the law, by which all their secular relations, no less than 
their spiritual relations, continued to be governed, and, upon 
occasion, to be enforced.* But, when the Church became 
herself a temporal power, and especially a Boman temporal 
power, a great revolution in her practice ensued. The Jus 
Civile of imperial Bome, nearly en masse, was received into the 
bosom of the Jus Canonicum of the Church, after some slight 
purification. Henceforth the condition of the Christian wife 
was entirely changed, or rather, remaining in the eye of the 
law temporal what it had ever been, it lost the alleviating pro- 
tection of the law ecclesiastical. It is possible, as M. Gide 
suggests,! that the increasing fervor in favour of the life of 
virginity recommended by St. Paul himself, and after him by 
the Fathers, J may have contributed to that result, whether 
by reconciling Christian minds in general to the change, or by 

* See the authorities admirably classified in Gide, Liv., ii., ch. i., pp. 191-201. 

t Ubi supra, p. 202. 

i Corinth, vii., 26, Hermas Pastor ii., iv., 4, S. Irense, Adv, hoer., 41, S. John 
Chrysost., De Virgin., 1. 1., p. 282, S. Jerome, Ep., 22, ad Eustoch., 1. 1., p. 144, 
contra JoTinlan, i. 9, t. li., p. 880. 
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the opportunity which it offered to the more ascetical of their 
teachers. Be that as it may^ there can be no doubt that^from 
the time when the Church became a power in the empire, the 
wife ceased, in the practice even of the ecclesiastical courts, to 
be dealt with as really and truly one with her husband, and, 
as such, entitled to the common rights of person and estate, 
which until then * she had enjoyed there. She reverted to her 
pagan status, — properly that known to us under the name of 
feme coverte, — a status altogether incompatible, as Mr. Mac- 
queen has justly remarked,! with the theory of an union of per- 
sons, which has been imagined by some writers,^ but has been 
disapproved by a learned writer of our own times. § For the 
canon law, from that time forth, denied the communio bonorunif 
and the equality which it implied ; denied also the parapker- 
naliay And the separation implied in that; and revived the 
dotal regimen, I| with its necessary, or at least natural, conse- 
quence, the incapacity of the wife. Pursuing that incapacity 
with extremity of logic, the canon law reiterated, nay, sur- 
passed, the imperial exclusion of women from all virile — 
that is to say, civic or' out-of-door offices or occupations. As 
under the Empire, so now under the Church, they were dis- 
abled from becoming pleaders, arbitrators, accusers, sureties ; 
but, more severe than the Empire, the Church now super- 
added the further incapacity of bearing witness in courts of 
justice. More than twelve hundred years later, we find it still 
in force in the courts of France, ever more prone to follow the 
Church in her rigor than in her liberality. Even so late as 
1686, whilst Madame de Sevign^ and Madame de Lafayette 
were in the height of their contemporary fame, a jurist, regret- 
ting that women were ever freed from that incapacity, laid down 
the doctrine that two male witnesses ought to outweigh three 



* Godef. ad L. 27, c. Th. xvi. 2. Constitut. ApostoL, III. 16. 
t Rights and liabilitieB of husband and wife (1849), p. 18. 
X Bracton, f. 429, 6. Littleton J 168. 1. Bl. Comm. 442. 
I Mr. Justice Coleridge ; note (12) to I. Bl. Comm., 443. 
I] Nullum sine dote flat conjugium, c. 6, cans. xxx. qu. 6, c. v. x. iiL 21, C. 28, 
c. 6, X. iv. 20. 
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female ones.* Not serenty years before that^ howeyer, the 
absolute incapacity, by the fonner canon law, of females to 
appear as witnesses in the courts, had been recognised and en- 
forced in England, on the eye of our Great Ciyil War,t by a 
Puritan House of Commons, on the very popish authority of 
'^ St. Bernard," and at the instance of that very Protestant 
English lawyer Sir Edward Coke, who cited the medi»yal 
saint. 

It may be added that the recognition came much 
too late^ for in the meantime the canon law had under- 
gone another reyolution. A new jurisprudence had come 
in with the barbarian conquerors of the Roman Empire; 
and, whether it were to signify her adhesion to the new 
powers, or to guard the temporal interests of her children 
against lesion, the Church found it equally incumbent upon 
her to accommodate her laws concerning persons and their 
rights to the code or capitulary of each successiye inyader. 
No contrast could be greater than that which these presented to 
the code of Imperial Rome, in eyery respect of personal rights, 
and especially those of females. On the one side there was 
tbe das ; on the other the cammunia banamm, the margengahe, 
and the dower ; on the one side the right of equal partition ; on 
the other that of the primogeniture of the male ; on the 
one side the distinct and separate characters of husband and 
wife, on the other their union into one jural existence ; on the 
one side the wife's incapacity ; on the other her capacity ; on 
the one side the gynecseum, on the other the home ; on the one 
side the prohibition to plead and plight ; on the other the juris- 
diction of the ^lady," or dame" to judge and goyern the 
vaesals of her court. Nor can it be denied that, if we look 
beyond the alterations then made in the Canon Law proper, 
and into the deyelopment which, under Church influences, the 
Roman civil law itself, where it came into contact with the 
rnde and honest laws of the North, received all over Europe, 

* Broneau, Obaerv. Crimin. viii. 40. 

t Mrs. Newdegate's case (1620) apud *« Notes upon the Representation of the 
People Aofei 1867," (Ridgway) pp. 92-98. 
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we shall find reason to estimate very highly the Church's merit 
in that respect. Whilst she reformed her own laws, bj her 
canons and decretals^ she transformed the Jus Romanum, the 
Jura Barbaroruniy and the Jus Feodorum hj her influence ; 
and to accomplish this she never hesitated to resist all attempts 
— ^and they were many — on the part of the conquerors — and 
they were strong, — ^to anticipate Mr. Thomas Carlyle and Mr. 
Buskin by raising *^ the mights of man " above ^^ the rights of 
man." Thus^ when against Philip Augustus himself, the 
punishment was decreed of the wrongs done to Ingelburga 
of Denmark, the Holy See, as M. Gide observes with great 
truth, X ^' consecrated a yet higher principle than that of the 
indissolubility of marriage ;" for ^' it proclaimed, before a society 
given up to all the violence of brutal strength, the equality of 
right between the strongest and weakest, between the man and 
the woman." And, as it was thus that the Middle Age grew 
up and consolidated itself {crevit et facta est) in every land, so 
it is even now nearly always easy to trace, in the monuments 
which it has left there of its jurisprudence and legislation, the 
respective shares which the Imperial Code, the Barbarian or 
Feudal laws, and the canons of the Church herself, had in the 
common work. 

The written laws of some Aryan nations of the West, such 
as the Kelts and the Slavs, bear marks of the ecclesiastical 
instruction of their framers, and cannot be relied upon as 
evidences of what, before Christianity, were the reciprocal 
rights of the two sexes in those great divisions of the human 
race. As to the Kelts, the slight notices in Caesar and the still 
fainter allusions in Tacitus, enable us to conclude only that 
there was a general resemblance, between their laws or customs, 
and those of the German tribes of their respective periods : 
and it seems quite certain that, in nearly every case where 
they differed, the distinction was due to a certain degradation 
of morality among the Kelts. ♦ Perhaps the only exception to 

♦ Ubi suprik, p. 206. 

* De BeUo Qallico, v. 14., vi. 19. The promiscuity of sexual interooune, and 
tbe cruelties practised upon widows, contrast fearfully with the puzi^ of old 



Historic Points in the Laws relating to Women, 145 

thia last remark is the case of the Keltic dos and donatio 
propter nuptias and their destinations^ which, as described by 
Gsesar,* have puzsded the learned, f and were most probably a 
misapprehended version of some explanation, which he may 
have received of the Keltic usage of equal partition, between 
husband and wife or their estates, upon the dissolution of the 
marriage by death or divorce. J But this must be left to 
conjecture. As to the prse-Christian Slavs, we have not even 
80 much of information as we have of the Kelts. We know 
generally that, like those of the Kelts, the Germans, and every 
other Aryan people, the government was patriarchal, and that the 
ideas of the people were modelled upon their form of govern- 
ment; but how much of power the wladika (or head) of the 
family retained in his hands, and how much — or rather^ whether 
any portion of it — was allowed to pass into those of his wives 
before the days of Cyril and Methodius § we cannot even con- 
jecture. We must therefore content ourselves with what we 
do know, the condition of things amongst the German peoples ; 
and that it will be seen is quite sufficient for our purpose. 

The compilations of the Scandinavian laws, when compared 
with those of the Gothic, the Frankish, the Burgundinn, and 
Lombard laws, are recent. But the very reverse is the case 
with regard to the laws which those compilations respectively 
contain. The Scandinavians have always been comparatively 
free from influences which, in the South, were very fatal to 
the simplicity and homogeneity of the laws of the sister nations, 
from the banks of the Rhine and the Elbe, who settled them- 
selves among the ruins of the Boman Empire. Nor is it too 

German morals, and the old German yeneration of women. Spence's *' Inquiry 
into the Origin of the Laws, etc." (1826), pp. 324-6. 

♦ Id. VI. 19. 

t Gide. p. 372. Humbert, du regime nuptial des Gaulois, p. 17, and Giraud ; 
Histoire du droit fraufais, p. 3^ . 

t Dull Gwjnedd Ant. LL. and Inst, of Wales. (Record Commission) 81. 
Bull Dyved, Id. 522-636. Dull Gwent., Id. 746-762. Compai-e however (for 
Ireland) the Seanchu^ Mor I. Anticnt Irish Laws and Institutes (Dublin, 
1865), pp. 40, 48, 54, 151-4, etpamm, 

2 Yet the historian of the present Russian jurisprudence has done his best to 
give it a Slavonic and not a Byzantine origin. Ewers : Das aelteste Recht der 
Rusaen. Dorpat, 1826. 

VOL. XXIV. — 2(0. XLVII. L 
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fnuch to say that, whilst the philosophical hiatorian of that 
empire haa traced a picture of the '^ German naanneis " of his 
time^ which we must confess to be very unlike to the later 
portraits^ which we find in the capitularies and eodea, drawn of 
themselves by their descendants after their migrations to the 
valleys of Tiber and of Po, of Tagus and of Donro, of Seine^ 
of Loircj of Bhone^ and of Garonne, is yet almost feature for 
feature the same with the historical representation of the 
mediseval condition of the North, and with the still living laws 
which are preserved to us in the Gr&giUi, and with the traditions 
of the Eddas and Sagas which have never passed out of the 
people's remembrance. 

The following are the leading characteristics of the laws and 
customs of all Teutonic tribes, having reference to our pre- 
sent subject. I. — The Aryan traditions ascribed the origin of 
the family to God, ipid therefore invested the Head with the 
attributes of sacrifice, judgmient, and rule within bis 
demesne. Those traditions were maintained in the iKMrth of 
Europe with the same tenaoity as amongst the Hindis* To 
this day the traces linger, and the name of the Soaadinavian 
^^ Godord " records the time when every Udaller, within that 
demesne, was the hereditary priest, and judge, and lord 
thereof.* II. — The fiime of intellectual superiority— nay of 
supernatural gifts — was awarded to the females of the tribe 
by common consent; at the same time that their general 
inferiority in point of bodily strength and martial capacity 
exempted them from the use of arms. For it was s^ctly an 
exemption only ; and the cases were not few in which their 
occasional equality in that respect was too well asserted by 
feats of arms to admit of question.f It may, therefore, be 
safely asserted that, on the whole, the ascendancy of that sex 
was firmly established amongst the warlike peoples of the North, 
at the moment when they conquered their new seats in the 

*J. Grimm; Deutsche Hechi&ilterthumer, (18.>4), pp. 267-8. Deutsche 
MyiUologie, 1854; pp. 469-80, 6e8w Tacit., AnnnK II. 10, x. 1-16. De mor. 
Germ. 10. Caiesar, du BeU. GaU YL 21. Grigte ThinxskmUiiiir, 61. 

tSpeiioe;tf6j<i9^,p.827. Tacit, de Moribos Germ. & 
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heart of the ormnhling Roman empire;* and that then, if 
ever, they deserved in its literal sense the hononrable parar 
phrastie designation, by which their German posterity sti'l 
lore to describe women in general ; that is to say ^^ Men of the 
female sex,** f And, to the very last, we find the Germans, 
eTen in their new settlements in the South, and amid so many 
changes ol their old laws, as they were there led into, by the 
influences elsewhere referred to, still adhering with rigor to 
the principle, which enacted, for the death of the humblest 
woman, a pnnishment heavier than that by which the death of 
an Antrostion or even fA a male Chief was avengec14 
III. — But the exemption from the bearing of arms involved the 
like exemption from the duty of attendance in the public 
assemblies, whether of State or of justice, for all these were 
** eoneiha armataJ* The woman's place in the family, the 
tribe, and the body politic was not the less advantageous to 
her on that account. She was a member of that co*partnery, 
in as large a senee as ever the Aryan race had known the right, 
and much larger than that in which the Hindtis know it at 
the present day. Monogamy was the common law.§ The 
¥rife was the ^* gesell ^ q& the husband, and not his chattel. 
Her personal and patrimonial rights were secured to her. In 
point ol authority over the children and the c(Hnmon stock she 
was second to himself alone. On his death the headship of 
the house, for every substantial purpose, became hers by sur- 
vivorship.! The unmarried female child was in the parental 
power ; but so was the male child ; and, in point of succession, 
the oonuBon law of equal partibility admitted no distinction of 



♦ Speaoe's Inquiry, etc., pp. 823-4. 

t Dr. Oustav Klemin; Die Frsueo, ete., '* Das belsst die Meoschen weiblichen 
Q^hlechts.'* (Dresden, 1854). Erster Band, s. 1. " Personen mann-und 
weibUchai Geafihleohts.** J. J. Moaer; Versuoh des ueuesten EuropaischeB 
Volkcr-Rechts; 2ter Theil, (1778), s. 603. 

X Spenoe, p. 326; Grimm, Recfafltaltertliiimer, p. 404. Gide, 22a 

I Caeear {ubi suprd^ i., 53), and Tacitus (De Moribus, 18) record an exception in 
the case of princes. M. Gide t^peoda the curious remark, thai the last example 
of ibis pagaa privilege was that which, with the concurrence of Luther, the 
Landgrave Fl^ilip of Hesse asserted in the sixteenth century, pp. 234-5. 

II Lex Scanie, p. 108; Grftgas. t. i.,.p. 305 ; Gide, 236. 

L 2 
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sex.* Wife, widow, or maid, the political i>osition of the old 
German female was not inferior to her civil status. She was 
capable of government; she was capable of priesthood; she 
was capable of military duty,t if she chose it Her reputation 
for supernatural attributes amongst the heathen, no doubt, as 
Mr. Spence has remarked, ceased to be of advantage, when 
Christianity came in, and the neophytes decreed the death of 
every sorceress-J But that lamented writer has failed to see 
that the change was beneficial to her in another respect. If 
she was forbidden thenceforward *^to write or send the 
Winileod," or to study the " Runes " any longer, she acquiied 
a new title to her antient religious honors. § Her intellectual 
superiority pointed her out to become the " literata " of the 
family, and to whom it properly belonged to learn and to 
teach the sciences divine and humane of the epoch; a 
privilege which was carried so far among the purer divisions 
of the German race, that, in partitions of estate, the 
legitim of the female included, not only the *^ robes, 
the jewels, and the gems " which " women wont to wear," 
but also " all books ministering to God's service which 
women wont to read."|| IV. — It has been already observed, 
that the further the German invaders receded from their 
antient seats, the greater and the more rapid was the 
decline of those old manners. It is not surprising, therefore, 
that in the most remote of their new plantations, those of the 
Goths in the Iberian peninsula, where their codes were com- 
piled by bishops, and approved and promulgated by Councils 
of the Church, nearly every trace of their primordial beginnings 
should have disappeared. And, although, between them 
of the South and the Scandinavians, there were many other 
German settlements varying from both, and each from other, in 
the degrees of fidelity to the pristine traditions of their race, 

• Tacitus, de Moribus, 20. 

t Gide, pp. 286-41. 

% Spence, ubi auprhy pp. 864-6. Compare Gide, pp. 241-8. 

I " Honour God and thy wife." J. Grimm, Deutsche Mythologie, 1. 1., p. 369. 

II S£U5b8en8piegel, i., 24, §. 8. ; Procop., de belio Gothico i., 2, ; Annal. Franc. 
Eccl., t, I., p. 477 ; Cassiodor. Var. iv., 1. 
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there can be no doubt that everywhere^ except in the furthest 
North, a very general and thorough revolution speedily de- 
clared itself in favour of the Imperial civilisation, and the 
Modem Civil Law, and that everywhere — not less than 
in France, the droU coustumier was made to yield step by 
step to the droit fcrit Y. — ^The status of women felt the 
change, yet not so much as might have been expected. For, 
strange and paradoxical as it may appear, the course of tliat 
adverse influence found a clieck in the little less adverse 
influence of feudalism, at that time rapidly working itself into 
power. The " sexus imbecillitas/^ whether of mind or of body, 
could scarcely be urged as an argument of universal incapacity, 
in times when " dames temper elx " * sate in Parliaments, and 
Councils of State, and concun*ed in their proceedings, when 
<^ dames de grande estate " f were numbered amongst the ^' peers 
de reahny^X presided in courts,§ led armies and commanded 
garrisons,|j were declared competent for e^ibassies,^ were grand 
constables, earl marshals, high chamberlains, and hereditary 
sherifl^,"** and performed those functions in person, — ^took part in 
elections to Parliament in England, and in the proceedings of 
States General in France,tt were deemed capaces successionts 
in respect of the Crown, in every kingdom of Europe but 
France^J and were in every European kingdom — for in this 
instance France herself opposed no exception — more than 
once called to the regency or guardianship of Crowns, not 
theirs by succession or inheritance. §§ VI. — ^The Salic Law 



♦ Rot. Pari., vol. iii., C; Henr. iv. (No. 9), 546, b.: *« Antiquity, etc., of 
Parliament" (1656), f. 76 ; Selden, Titles of Honor, f. 720 ; Collins, 1. 
t " Statutes of the Realm," vol. ii., p. 821, 20. Henr. vi , c. 9. 
t Lady Deapenser's case; M. 11, Henr. iv., 1, 15, pi. 34, Staundf., f. 162, b. 

I Whltelocke on the King's Writ, vol. i., pp. 476, et seq, 

II Blount, T. 221. 

1[ J. J. Moser, Verauch des neuesten Europiiischen Volker-Rechts (1778) 
Zter Theil, s. 97 ; Sir George Bowycr (1848), ubi supra, p. 58, mte (c), Bynkersh. 
Qu. J. Publ., Lib. I., c. v. 

** Butler's note (280) to Co. Utt., 325, b. 2, T. R. 406, 7, Mod., 270. 

tt Olive V. Ingram, 7 Mod. 264 and caiies there cited. Revue Britannique 
(Oct., 1838), pp. 250, et seq. ; Laboulaye, infra. 

{2 1 Mar. I., St. 3, c. 2 ; Recherches sur la condition civile et politique des 
femmes, par M.Edonard Lefebvre, Laboulaye (Paris, 1848), pp. 109, 160. 

lilt Laboulaye, ubi supra, 7, Mod. 270, 2, T. R. 406. 
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can hardly be objected to, even as an exoeptioA to the 
common right. The vulgar notion of dnt law is very 
inexact. It was by no means a law common to the Franks, 
but a local custom prevailing in the Salian comer ei their 
Q-auUsh possessions. It did not exclude females altogether 
from territorial succession, * for it merely postponed tihem to all 
the males of the stock. It was not only inoperative to the 
prejudice of the former, with resi>ect to the acquisition of and " 
succession to mohilia^ but it even preferred them to the males 
in that respect, f 

It was not the law of modem France ; J twid the pretentions 
of the Englibh son of Isabel of France § in the fourteenth 
century were repelled, by the House of Valois, upon entirely 
other grounds. They alleged the " Coustumeet loy puftkuUere 
de la Maison de France " || not the law or custom of the land ; 
and ** par vertu de ceie coustumey^ — a mere family tradition 
of the Valois only, and not by virtue of any Salic or other law, 
— the exclusion of Edward the Third of England, and his line, 
from the Crown of France, continued to be justified by the 
French jurists until the middle of the sixteenth century, when 
for the first time Sejesel made the Salic I^aw familiar to France. 
It is wonderful indeed that, even at that late period, such an argu* 
ment should have come into fashion, in a country whose recent 
accessions of territory were chiefly due to the utter absence of a 
Salic law, in the great annexed fiefs of Bretagne, Burgundy, and 
the like, and which was even then meditating alike acquisition, 
by virtue of the mme jus maritaffii, in Scotland too. And how 
far was this from being true, of Brd^agne in particular, for two 
centuries after its annexation, we know, from a familiar 
example in the reign of Louis XIV., that of Madame de 
Sevign6, who not only inherited the fief which gave the right 
to be summoned to sit in the ^^ Estates " of Bretagne, but was 

* Dutillet, Kecoeil d<« Roys de Franoe, 1. 1, p. 808. 
t J^abaulaye, ubi svpra^ pp, 109, 160. 
X Id. p. 448. 

I DatiUet t. 1, p. 808. 

II Songe da Verger (circ. 1516), div. I, c. 147, «^4 liefeb?re. Laboalavei 
p. 458. 
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80 summoned, and, what is more, aetnally sat and took part in 
the proceedings of that important assembly.* 

England's part in this Icmg and erentf al history of one of the 
most important of the proTinces of law, written or unwritten, 
must be familiar to every English lawyer. To enforce it now 
upon the reader's remembrance is neither within the scope of 
this paper nor the space at our command. Suffice it therefore 
to say that it is the least satisfactory part of the jurisprudence 
and legislation of this country. It is a mass of incoherencies. 
Some of them hare incidentally been passed under review, or 
noticed by way d illustration of the general topics, which have 
been presented in the course of the present dissertation. But 
there remain others not less worthy of comment. When the 
loDg-desired and often-promised measure for the revision and 
fusion of the two conflicting systems of law and eqmty shall at 
length be accomplished here — ^as it has been for British India--^ 
we may hope to witness the disappearance of those blemishes upon 
the administration of justice. Until then, we must be contented 
to bear with — and evade, as we can — the current anomalies 
of a system which combines, but does not amalgamate into one 
channel, the opposing streams of the old Teutonic custom, the 
theories of the Feudalists, and the doctrines of the Imperial 
Civil Law. 

In the meantime we shall do well to profit of the sound 
counsels, with which one of the most learned, as well as most 
recent, of the continental jurists — of whose valuable re- 
searches the present writer has largely availed himself — con- 
cludes his ^^ Study upon the private condition of Woman in 
Ancient and Modern Law," a memoir to which, to the credit 
of France be it said, the erown of merit was lately awarded 
by the Institute. Doubtless that most valuable essay — for so 
the modesty of M. Paul Gride, its author, is contented to de- 
scribe it — contains much which is liable to be questioned, and 
some amount of error ; more especially in that portion which 
concerns the common and statute law of England. But these 
^ R^Yue 6riti|imi^n«, 0$t. 193S, pp. 250, et teq. 
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are but the spots on the disk of the sun. They in no 'wise 
detract from the splendour of the service, which that learned 
member of the bar of Paris has rendered to the science of 
the law in every civilised part of the globe. And if our le- 
gislators, in the new order of things which is to open upon 
us with the first day of January^ 1869^ shall find themselves 
strong enough to undertake a comprehensive revision of the 
laws of England, touching woman in her social, civil, and 
political rights, they cannot begin better, than by laying deeply 
to heart the whole of the eloquent " critique et conclusion " 
of M. Gide's profound and elaborate " Etudcy^ and especially 
the following passages, with which we are fain to content 
ourselves, in the actual limits of the space at our disposal,"*^ 

'^ It is not in the power of the legislator, to deny to any human 
being the free exercise and honourable employment, of the faculiics 
wherewith Nature has endowed him. Legislation loses sight of that 
principle when it excludes the Female from this or that field of com- 
merce, or civil affairs. It violates piinciples and contradicts itself, 
when, after acknowledging in the Female the title and rights of pro- 
prietor, it despoils her of her credit — one of the lawful advantages 
and essential elements of her property. It will be replied, perhaps, 
that the women have no reason to complain ; for, if the law does deprive 
them of their credit, it is precisely in their interest ; and for fear 
lest they should abuse their credit to their own loss. Far be from 
us that hateful sophism, which has been prayed in aid of every form 
of servitude ! It is not only the right, it is the duty of eveiy man to 
make the most he can of all the powers, bodily or spiritual, with 
which God has endowed him. And the laws which condemn him 
to the leaving idle and barren any one of those powers, are always 
unrighteous and mischievous laws, be their pretext what it may. . . . 
To paralyse and suppress the natural action of a man is no more in the 
power of any legislator soever, than it is to change the nature of man. 
What the legislator may, perhaps, succeed in doing, is to transform 
the action which is legitimate and useful, into one which is illicit and 
hurtful ; and he does so whenever he declares incapable of action one 

* Gide, tfbi iupra^ pp. 518, 528. 
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who by nature is capable thereof. He does not suppress — he 
perverts the social action of the incapacitated. For transactions 
which are honourable, he substitutes those of a culpable kind ; and, 
for lojal and fruitful dealings, fraud and litigation ; and out of the 
way to wealth and concord, he makes a way to let ruin and disorder 
in. . . . The mischief reaches its height when, on the one hand, the 
incapacity is levelled against proprietors, whoso interests are mixed 
op with all the civil transactions of the community, and, on the other 
hand, fixes itself upon one moiety of the persons composiug it." 

T. 0. Anstey, 
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[♦^* it should be nnderstood that Notices of New Works forwarded 
to us for Review, and which appear in this part of the Magazine, do 
not preclude our recurring to them at greater length, and in a more 
elaborate form, in a subsequent Number, when their character and 
importance require it.] 



Notes upon the Representation of the People Act, 1 867. By Thomas 
Chisholm Anstey, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-law, 
London. Ridgway, 1867. 

LiKK almost every important statute, the Reform Act of 1867 con- 
tains many provisions and enactments which are calculated to give 
rise to many complications and to many diHiculties of construction, 
some of little, but some of very great importance. In fact the 
measure — ^perhaps inevitably, but still unfortunately — was framed in 
very great haste, discussed necessai*i]y in a fragmentary manner, 
subjected to much trivial discussion, and rather hurried over at 
the end of the session ; and the consequence is that it perhaps con- 
tains even more than its due share of errors and omissions — certainly 
more than so exceedingly impoiiant a measure ought to contain. 
There is, however, fortunately still time to repair those errors and 
to supply those omissions before the statute comes into real operation, 
and before the questions relating to its construction become really 
important. 

1 he object of Mr. Anstey, in the very able and elaborate volume, 
which is the subject of this short notice, is to give an analysis of the 
Reform Act of 1867, with observations on the probable effect, of its 
various enactments ; and he carefully points out the various difficul- 
ties to which we have alluded with a view to their removal. To 
what extent Mr. Anstey is of opinion that these difficulties are likely 
to interfere with any benefit likely to be derived from the Act, 
appears from the following passage, which we quote at length : — 

^' Upon the whole it would be hard to find among the half-hundred 
volumes of Ruffhead's edition of the Statutes at large, a more lively 
illustration than is furnished by this Act, of the soundness and 
wisdom of the now forgotten * Seventh Instruction to Draughtsmen,' 
* Confidental, No. 14,' first issued in 1854, by a Statute Law Com- 
mission, of which commission were members Lords Brougham, 
Cranworth, and Westbury, the present Lord Chief Justice and Lord 
Chief Baron of England, Vice-Chancellor Sir W. Page Wood, and 
the late Lord Lyndhurst. It is as follows : — 

** The practice of making a new law by incorporating, by reference, 
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tbe proTi^ons of existing Acts on another subject, so as to make it 
necessary to read them muiaiis mutandis should be used with great 
eaation ; as the result oilten is that brevity is attained at the cost of 
error and confusion." 

<^ Those instructions were peculiarly applicable to a Bill which 
purported to compass not only the amendment^ but a certain consoli- 
dation of the laws relating to the Electoral Franchise. In those 
respects it received no change in its passage. Together with the 
preamble which recited the expediency of amendment, but contained 
nothing to restrict the measure to the office of a mere Amending 
Act, Parliament also, without alteration, sanctioned the more com- 
prehensive declaration of its purposes contained in the ' Short Title 
Section/ Vhich ordains that " This Act shall be cited for all purposes 
as ' The Representation of the People Act : 1867.' " An Act thus 
intituled should have been so draughted as to suffice to itself ; it 
ought not to have been forced to borrow, from a confused medley of 
older enactments, the keys to its own meaning. It may be too much 
to say that a perfect consolidation of that branch of the Statute Law 
should have been accomplished in the short space of a session, 
oppressed with the labours of amendment. But the attempt should 
have been made. It is not unreasonable to deplore in "The 
Representation of the People, 1867, Act," the almost entire absence 
of a criterion to determine the relative extent of constructive incorpo- 
ration and of construcUve repeal. A new Act is added to h list of 
enactments already numerous and complicated, where not absolutely 
ceoiicting ; and instead of specifying which of these it is intended to 
abrogate and which to maintain, it purposes to incorporate them all 
within itself, but only " so far as is consistent with its tenour." Such 
an Act, it is submitted, cannot be said to deserve its title." 

We hope that the obi^ervatious and criticisms contained in this 
volume will carry due wei^jht. We have not space to review them 
at the length and with the minuteness that they deserve, or we would 
willingly show more fully the skill and acumen with which the 
author works th«n out. We would also most willingly extmct some 
further passages. Certainly no subject is more important, or ought 
to he more carefully studied, at this particular period, than the 
defects and difficulties of the new Reform Act, and Mr. Austey has 
done the best possible service in dealing with them so promptly taid 
80 clearly. 

Treatise on Benefit Building Societies and Life Assurance Societies. 
By Arthur Scratchley, M.A. New Edition. London : C. and 
E. Lay ton. 1867. 

This work is full of useful and practical details as to the formation 
and management of building societies and of local enterprise 
encouragement companies in general. The second part, or rather 
volume, for the work consists of two volumes bound in one, contains 
a great deal of matter concerning life assurance that will be found of 
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the greatest vnlue by all interested in the subject, whether as 
insurers or otherwise. The wiiole book will be found also useful by 
lawyers, though rather addressed to the lay world of investoi-s and 
insurers, for whom it is calculated to be an excellent, safe, and com- 
prehensive guide. In all respects it is careful and complete, though 
the arrangement might be somewhat improved, so as to make 
reference more easy. 

The American Law Review. July, 1867. Boston: Little, Brown 
and Co. 1867. 

The fourth number of this review shows no falling off in respect of 
interest and value from the standard of the previous numbers. It 
contains, besides the usual digests of the English and State reports, 
fcc, articles on the limitation of the liabilities of ship owners by 
statute ; the rights of action of a bankrupt ; modern reform in plead- 
ing ; seals (a curious collection of antiquarian notes), and government 
claims. We are always glad to call the attention of English lawyers 
to this organ of their American brethren. 

The Metropolitan Poor Act, 1867, By B. Cecil Austin, London : 

Butterworths. 1867. 

This edition of the Metropolitan Poor Act, 1867, is accompanied by 
an introduction, notes, and commentary, all useful and to the purpose. 
The editor is well qualified for bis task, from his special acquaint- 
ance with his subject, and this edition of the Act will be of the 
greatest service to parish officers and to all who are interested in the 
condition and treatment of the poor. 



Books Received. 



The Government of England : its Structui*e and its Development, 
By W. E. Hearn, LL.D., Professor of History and Political Economy 
in the University of Melbourne. London : Longmans, Green, 
Reader & Dyer. 1867. 

Ireland before the Union. By W. J. Fitzpatrick. London: 
Hotten. 1867. 

A Treatise on tlie Law of Patents, as enacted and administered iu 
the United States of America. 3rd Edition. By George Ticknor 
Curtis. Boston : Little, Brown, & Co. 1867. 

The Upper Canada Law Journal. 

The Lower Canada Law Journal. 

The Journal of Jurisprudence. July, 1867. 

The Law Times. 

Hunter's Suit in Equity. Fourth Edition. By G. W. Lawrance. 
London : Butterworths. 1867. 
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DufiiNG the recess nothing has transpired of any moment connected 
with law, bat the addresses and discussions of societies, which 
usually hold their meetings some time during the long vacation — a 
period best suited for the conrenience of legal gentlemen to attend, 
who at other times are busily engaged in the practice of their profes- 
sion. The foremost of these is the Social Science Association, which 
held its congress at Belfast, on the 18th of September ; and next, 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, which chose 
Manchester for the scene of its discussions. 

For many years the former had the advantage of Lord Brougham 
to preside over it, who annually gave a disquisition on all topics of 
legal and social importance requiring amendment — paving the way, as 
it were, for consideration of them in other places until ripe for legis- 
lation. The last two years the Association has had laymen at its 
bead — ^and though jurisprudence is not by far the least important de- 
partment of the Association, yet little has been mentioned by them 
on the subject of law reform. Lord DufTerin this year, as President, 
felt unequal to cope with the task ; and his Lordship, in his address, 
which in all respects was excellent, only refers to the state of 
the law relating to landlord and tenant in Ireland, which, after all, is 
more a social than a legal question. A report from the Council 
recorded the progress made during the past year in some of the social 
questions which occupy the attention of the Association ; aud 
Mr. David Dudley Field gave an addres's on the " Community of 
I^ations." 

The Right Hon. Mr. Justice O'Hagan, as president of the Juris- 
prudence department, in his address dwelt at some length on the 
science oT law, in the culture of which, he said, in these couti tries 
lawyei*s and laymen alike have long been inferior to the learned of 
the continental nations. Having disposed of native jurisprudence as 
far inferior to the Roman law, he takes, in their turn, statute law, 
codification, international law, and addresses himself peculiarly to the 
young men of his own profession on the study and acquisition of the 
law. On the subject of assimilation of the laws of England and 
Ireland, he pointed out instances where the Parliament of Ireland 
had anticipated English progress — as in a general registry of deeds 
and assurances, and the formation of county courts, which have existed 
in Ireland from an early period, aud out of which sprung the office 
of assistant barrister, whose duty it was to aid and advise the justices 
at sessions, and at the same time to hold a civil court, of which he 
was constituted the sole judge, with a specified jurisdiction in cases 
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of tort and contract. In reference to these courts, which are called 
the Civil Bill Courts, the learned President goes on to say: — 

'^ It is remarkable that, in the Civil Bill Procedure of Ireland, we 
find the germ of that fusion of law and equity towards the consum- 
mation of which we are daily advancing. The Civil Bill Court is 
a court of equity for the ^fondant; -and was so long before the 
statute permitted the pleading of equitable pleas in the superior law 
courts, or armed them with the powers of injunction, mandamus, and 
compulsory accounting, which enables the suitor, sometimes with 
great advantage, to dispense wiUi the interventioii of a proceeding in 
Chancery. We are destined, I have no doubt, to witness, more and 
Hiore, that consolidatiMi of jurisdictions with which our Seotlish 
brethren are familiar ; and which the experience of the American 
tribunals seems to assure us may be safely adventured here, fer the 
more speedy and economical decision of causes, and the removal from 
us of the reproach that, in the same country, with the same sulject 
matter separate courts are required to deal, on different and some- 
times conflicting principles. 

*' I do not presume to judge of tlie condition of the local tribunals of 
England ; but, eeitainly, our Irish ascertainment of the value of a 
skilled, capable, and independent lawyer, in directing and controlling 
trials at sessions, is not unworthy the consideration of those who 
have not had the advantage of the services of such a functionary. 
And our experience, in this regard, may, perhaps, lead us hereafter 
to raise the question, whether those services might vnkA be more 
efficiently bestowed on circuits travelled, as at aaaizes, by changing 
judges, with a diminished probability of the exercise of local in- 
fluence, and without the intervention of those who, having been 
mixed up, ministerially, with the initiative of criminal proceedings, 
in conducting {M^elimiuary inquiries, may not always find it possible 
to presifle, at the close of them, with that absence of pre-conception 
and foregone conclusion, which is essential to the complete integrity 
of judicial action ? " 

Speaking of the appointment of a Public Prosecutor, an oflioe wkidi 
has endured for a lengthened period in Ireland, he said : — 

'* This is another of the singular instances in which Irekad has 
outstripped her more favoured sister. England has no Public Prose- 
cutor. The Attorney General, save in eases in which he is specially 
engaged, has nothing to do with the management of criminal trials. 
The duty of prosecution is cast upon the injured ; and the Executive 
Grovernment does not charge itself with the responsibility of prompts 
ing them to activity, restraining their excesses, or assisting them to 
just and reasonable conviction. ^ The most exalted functions of the 
Crown, and the most sacred rights of the subject, are left to the dis- 
cretion of* attorneys and policemen.' These strong words are not 
mine. They were spoken by the eminent Judge oi the English 
Admiralty, Sir Robert Phillmore, when he introduced into Parlia- 
ment a Bill to supply the want which he earnestly deplored. 

*' And this condition of things is allowed to continue, although the 
appointment of a Public Prosecutinr has been urged for many yottS) 
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by tho best and wisest men in England — ^indading ber three laat Chitf 
Justices — and has had the emphatic sanction of a Royal Commission^ 
in 1844, and a Parliamentary Committee, in 1856. 

" I know that the principle of action involved in SQch an appoint- 
ment has been, more or less, the subject of controversy. I have, 
myself, been oUiged, in the House of Commons^ to defend the Irish 
practice against an able Anglo-Irish friend of mine } but it seems to 
me very plain that that system at least, and its general scheme and 
operation, is worthy the best attention of jurists in England, with a 
view to its absolute or modified adoption there. 

'< The supreme law of social safety is the warrant, as it should be 
the bounding measure, of the infliction of punishment, by man on 
man. That infliction is not designed to compensate for individual 
wrong, or satisfy individual vengeance. The ** lex talionis " of the 
Hebrews is obsolete ; and we hold in horror the ^* vendetta " of the 
South. We punish crime, only that we may prevent the repetition 
of it, and work the amendment of the crimiiial. Vindictive justiee 
does not belong to human law. It cannot penetrate the depths of 
the soul, and. gauge the worth of human actions by reaching their 
hidden springs, in the tangled motives and tlie various training, 
which make men what they are. It must be guided, in its eonfliet 
with fraud and violence, by a regard for the results to the community 
which requires protection, and to the offender who needs reform. 

*^ Such are the principles which, in my judgment, should gioYem 
all penal jurisprudence. They are recognised by our ancient law, 
which institutes prosecution universally in (he name of the Sover^n 
as the representative of outraged society ; and makes the accused 
responsible, not to the accuser, but to the State. 

" The course of our criminal procedure, pursued in the light of 
thoie prtBciples> should be stately, calm, and passionless. The prose- 
cutor should act in a judicial spirit He should be impregnable to 
any influence of fear or favour. He should labour to discover 
truth aad do justice, without any wavering firbm the clear line of 
duty, to madue pressure on the one side, or imbecile tenderness on 
the other. He should be conscious of his great responsibility in 
dealing with the interest of liberty and life, and beware, whilst he 
deals with them, of displaying temper, or indulging self-will, or 
making those sacred interests the subject of an unworthy struggle 
for forensic victory. 

^^ Such conduct of criminal causes the public prosecutor can secure ; 
but, if they be committed to the management of individuals — who 
may be poor, or corrupt, or revengeful — it will be sought in vain. 
The poor man may not have the time or jmeans to prosecute efiec<* 
tually. The corrupt man will compromise with his adversary. 
The revengeful man will violate honour and falsify fact, to glut his 
malignant hatred. And so, the law will not be enforced at all, or 
enforced unjustly. Surely, the system under which such results 
are possible is a reproach to the great country which has so long 
endured it ; and deserves the condemnation pronounced oa it by Sir 
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Robert Phillimore, in the speech to which I have already adverted, 
as ^unwise, preposterous, and indecent.'" 

He then glanced at ^* Crowner's Quest Law/' dilated on the Ihcum- 
bered Estates Court, the Irish Convict System, and Bankruptcy, all 
suggestive, in some respects, of beneficial assimilation to the English 
law on these subjects. He acknowledged the importance of the 
assimilation of the Irish Coui*t of Chancery to that of the English, 
and, in referring to the revision of the Statute Law, wound up with 
some valuable comments on the history of the Brehon Law of Ireland 
of past ages. 

The Master of the Rolls (Ireland) delivered a long address on the 
Repression of Crime. He commenced by reviewing the deterrent and 
reformatory element of punishment, and commented upon various 
modes of dealing with prisoners when arrested, or first brought before 
a magistrate. He said : — 

" I shall perhaps be pardoned for referring to another instance in 
which our criminal law appears to me to treat the guilty with an 
over refined delicacy. Notorious offenders are a class whose exist- 
ence is undoubted by the police, but ignored by the law. Why should 
not a man who is supposed to have committed several offences of the 
same kind, be tried for them together ? If he has been in several 
successive employments in all of which his employer was robbed, 
though never robbed before or since, the inference must be that the 
accused committed the thefts which always happened where he was, 
and never when he was not there. This becomes stronger with each 
successive instance; yet in all the more grave ounces called 
" felonies," each charge must be tried wholly by itself, and a pro- 
found silence be observed as to the others. The practised thief must 
be treated" as if never before suspected. This rule does not apply to 
misdemeanours, and has been relaxed by the statutes which allow 
three cases of larceny or embezzlement against the same prosecutor, 
committed within six months, to be comprised in one indictment. 
That a limitation should be fixed as to the period within which the 
offences should be committed is reasonable, though '*siz months" 
seems a short one ; but what is the reason for requiring that the 
property should be the property of the same person ? Or that no 
more than three repetitions of the crime should be investigated ? If 
a lodger and the landlord in the same house are robbed, or a man is 
employed in collecting debts for several employers whose monies are 
embezzled, the diversity of the ownership of the property rather 
increases the probability of the identity of the criminal. It is 
unreasonable that the commission of twenty peculations should 
expose the rogue to no more nsk than the three to which the prosecutor 
is confined, and that a privilege should be accorded to the more 
heinous ofienders who commit Clonics which is denied to the less 
guilty, who commit only misdemeanours." 

Prison discipline in its various forms is dwelt upon at considerable 
length. In treating of juvenile reformation, he refers to another 
social "problem which is now in course of solution, and though not 
directly connected with punishment, appears a sort of corollary to 
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the propositions established in the case of reformatories, namely, 
how far should the State interpose in dealing with children who have 
not conmiitted actual crime, but who, from the vice or neglect of 
those about them, are likely to fall into criminal courses ? How far 
is the State justified in interfering with parental authority, and the 
natural relations of society, merely in the hope of making better 
citizens ? And further, whether the imprisonment of young chii- 
(fren, as a punishment merely, should not be wholly abolished ? In 
reference to the latter he said : — 

'^ The general theory of our law favours their irresponsibility. 
If a child is naturally so perverse and wicked that, without being 
educated in, or compelled to practise, crime, he will do so, he seems 
rather a fit subject for an asylum for mental disease than for a 
prison ; and if his misdeeds are the consequence of training or com- 
pulsion, it is unjust to punish him without giving him an oppor- 
tunity of escaping from the irresistible influences which he of lum- 
self could not avoid." 

On the theory of punishment, in speaking of punishment in the 
two aspects in which it can be practically applied-nleterring and 
reforming — ^he said : 

*^ I do not, however, hold the theory advocated by many, that 
the sole justification for judicial punishment rests on its adaptability 
to these purposes. I think the idea of retribution should not be 
disregarded in any criminal code. I ifiean by " retribution" the 
infliction of pain as a consequence of guilt, irrespective of making 
satisfaction to the party injured. The emotion of resentment — 
deliberate resentment, as it has been called by moralists, to dis- 
tinguish it from passion or revenge — is a part of our human 
nature, and given to us for some purpose. The expression in refer- 
ence to one who has committed a crime, that he 'Reserves to be 
punished," involves a truth which our moral perceptions compel us 
to recognize, and which means more than that the person spoken of 
"requires to be improved." It seems part of the scheme of Provi- 
dence that guilt should deserve pain, and that man should be the 
means of inflicting that pain on his fellow-man in cases involving 
their mutual relations. The question is not barren of practical con- 
sequences. If the theory which denies the right of inflicting pain 
for its own sake as an act of justice be carried to its legitimate con- 
sequences, the enormity of the crime should have no efiect on the 
amount of punishment. Indeed, on this theoxy, it is hard to see 
why the infliction of pain, in some form or other, should be the 
means invariably employed with criminals." 

Speaking on the subject of pecuniary flnes, a class of punishment 
frequently inflicted for minor ofi'ences but which he considers open 
to great objection, he said : — 

'* Among the poor the punishment falls, not on the oflender, bat 
in reality on his family. A drunken or violent man is more likely 
to sacriflce the comforts, nay, the necessaries of his wife and children, 
than to forego his own evil indulgencies to pay a fine. The former 
may sufier to some extent by the loss of his labour during imprison- 
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meni, but he mQ»t be^r at leaat the chief pfurt of the pain inflicted 
by it : Of the fine they bear nearly all. For the -wealthy, fines such 
as we often see infiicted even for serious assaults, are so inadequate 
that they are in truth no imnishment at all." 

With this truth he brings to a close his comments on the state of 
the criminal kwy and sums up in the following :*- 
*^The review upon which I have ventured may lead us to the 
conclusion that the field is not the most hopeful to labour in. The 
fear of punishment is weak, and its application uncertain. Refor- 
mation works in a limited sphere. Other known remedies for existing 
crime are few and imperfect Statistical evidence of the decrease 
of crime shows to some extent the success of such measures ; but 
we are aware how fallacious such evidence is. Many other causes 
leading to the same result eo-operatOi for which allowance must 
always be made^-the general improvement of society — the spread 
of education, and the higher moral tone which pervades aU classes. 
If then, while the tendency to crime exists, no punishment can be 
BO certain and severe as effectually to deter, and no discipline so 
well devised as surely to reform, where are we to look further for 
improvement? Let the e£Fects of these co-operative influences 
teach U0. The great social problems, how to banish the want and 
misery which so often stimulate and seem to excuse crime, and the 
ignorance and vice which make the fitting instruments for its prac- 
tice, are those which go to fhe root of the matter. They embrace 
a field more hopeful and more extensive than is open to the labours 
of our apeoial department. They aim at preyenting the growth of 
the nozions plants which our labours but struggle to destroy s they 
annihilate the diseaae which our labours can oiSy mitigate." 
^ In the department of Jurisprudence the following special ques< 
tH>ns, besidea a number of voluntary papers, had been arranged for 
di8cus8i0n and on which papers were contributed, 

SscTioN A.-*^Ihtbbnatioxai« Law* 

1. — Is it desirable that there should be an international currency ; 
and if so, on what basis ? 

2. — Is it desirable to establish a general system of J|nternational 
arbitration ? and if so, on what principle should it be organised ? 

Section B. — Municipal Law. 

L— 'On what points should the laws and procedure of England 
and Ireland be assimilated ? 

3.-— -Is it desirable to establLib a Court of Criminal Appeal on 
the facts ; and if so, on what plan ? 

3. — How far is it desirable to further centralize or localize the 
administration of juatice ? 

Section C— Repression of Crixe. 

1. — ^What better measures can be adopted for the repression of 
crimes of violence against the person ? 
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^ 2. — How can tb^ organiaation of our police be improved with a 
▼iew to the more effectual represaion of crime ? 

3. — ^la it expedieut and practicable to make priaon labour pro* 
duetive and remunerative ? 

On the fbrst question, in section A, Profesaor Leoni Levi and 
Mr. Fagliardini sent papers, and on the second Lord Hobart and 
Mr. David Rosa. 

On the first question in the Municipal Law section Mr. Herbert B. 
Moaley read a paper. He maintained that the Irish writ of summons 
and plaint introduced by the Common Law Procedure Act of 1868, 
should be abolished, and the English system of writ of summons 
and dedaration substituted for it ; that the English pleading rules 
of 1853 should be adopted in Ireland, and the mode of ridsing 
issues both of fact and law assimilated in both countries. The 
requirement of the Act of 1853, that every defendant shall state all 
the points material to his case, tended to multiply issues. With 
regard to the law of interpleader, he trusted that the provisions of 
the Common Law Procedure Act of 1860, by which the burden of 
the suit was shifted from the innocent defendant to the parties 
between whom the controversy retdly lay, would before long be 
extended to Ireland. 

Mr. Hugh Hyndman, on the same question, reviewed the law and 
j^raotice of the Civil Bill Courts in Ireland, and the difference be* 
tween it and that of the English County Court in some points of 
inferior court jurisdiction affecting the superior courts, and stated 
some of the principal recommendations of the report of the committee 
appointed at the recent meeting of Quarter Sessions practitioners in 
I>ublin. He considered that Ihe jurisdiction of the Civil Bill Courts 
ought to be extended to cases of breach of promise of marriage, 
with power to the court to examine on oath all the parties to the 
action, and also to actions for criminal conversation. Also, that ciril 
jurisdiction in slander should be given, but that in any case the 
damage should not exceed £5, Jurisdiction in bankruptcy ought to 
be given to the Quarter Sessions for the receiving proofs of debt and 
aral testimony I and the jurisdiction in equity, conferred upon the 
Euglish courts by the Aet of 28 and 29 Vict., o. 29, should be 
extended to the Civil BUI Courts in Ireland, and also, with the oon* 
ami of the partie% the pow^ to try actions beyond their jurisdiction. 
The Knglifth practice as to the issue and serviee q£ the processes of 
the Qour^ and as to the venue, and also as to the notice of intention 
te defeiidt and the nature of the defence in cases of disability, ought 
ta he adopted in Ireland. He condenmed the present system of 
aaae^tion of prooeas in Ireland as difiieult and perplexing. He Ulus* 
trated the pressure of the rule as to costs in the superior courts 
where Hm debt in contract did not amount to £ 20, and considered it 
might prove benefieiid to suitors in the Irish CiTil Bill Courts if the 
Bnglisa provisions for removing County Court causes into the superior 
courts were extended to them. He su^ested a cheap and simple 
Biwia<tf ewTecting tbe Civil Bill dooree into a judgment that would 
carry interest, would operate aa a charge in equity on lands, would 

M 2 
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enable the Sheriflf to seize and sell chattels real, and might be 
registered as a mortgage with its ordinary priority, or upon which 
Government stock and securities in public companies could be 
charged, or a debt in the hands of a garnishee attached ; or, when 
the decree was under the proposed equitable jurisdiction, of giving 
it the force and effect of a decree of the Court of Chancery. These 
objects he proposed to accomplish by a registry of the decree, under 
certain restrictions, in the office established under the 7th and 8th 
Vict., cap. 90, or according to the practice of. the Court of 
Chancery. 

A paper by Mr. Henry Miller, of Grlasgow, followed. It described 
in detail various evils arising from the difference in the laws of the 
three kingdoms, directing particular attention to the inconvenience 
and hardship suffered by creditors in each country in being compelled 
to institute new processes against their debtors when they left England 
for Ireland or Scotland, or when they left any one of these countries 
for any other. 

A discussion followed the reading of the papers, and the sug- 
gestions contained in them were generally approved. 

On the second special question papers were read by Sir J. E. 
Eardley Wilmot, Bart., and Mr. Charles Clark. Su- Eardley Wil- 
mot said, it frequently happened, after the conviction of an ac- 
cused person — ^and perhaps even more so after acquittal — ^that facts 
transpired which, had they been presented at the trial to the jury, would 
have given a different complexion to the case submitted to them, and 
altered their verdict. The defective mode adopted in public prosecu- 
tions was very naturally the cause of this, left as they were mostly 
to private individuals. At present the Home Department was the 
only Court of Appeal wherein sentences were altered or set aside 
without the authority or publicity of a regblar court of justice, by a 
single functionary without the judicial qualifications for forming a 
judgment, and without the necessary appliances for receiving and 
weighing testimony. The life of any individual at the last, when 
placed in the balance of death and eternity, should not depend upon 
the fiat or judgment of any one man, however exalted his intellect, 
or eminently and deservedly respected his moral character. There 
were two modes of instituting such a court — one by extending and 
enlarging the powers of the existing Courts of Appeal in criminal cases, 
now confined to matters of law, by empowering them to deal with matters 
of fact also; the other by the institution of a Supreme Court of Appeal, 
after the name and form of the Cour de Cassation in France, com- 
posed, as that court was, of two departments — the subordinate or 
outer department, to be presided over by three judges, who should 
sit as a preliminary court to decide the question as to whether the 
case should be submitted or not to the superior or inner court, pre- 
sided over by five judges at the least. Of the two courses suggested 
for constituting a Court of Criminal Appeal, he was in favour of the 
last, and thought that such a court should be surrounded by every 
aspect of pomp and dignity, and should be open to the humblest and 
poorest, as well as to the rich and infiuential. 
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Mr. Charles Clark followed on the same subject. He recom- 
mended the establishment of such a court, to which, on the criminal 
showiDg reasonable probabilitj of error, the matter could be publicly 
re-heard bj the partj who heard it, and others equally fitted to 
decide ; and the decision, however disliked hj the defeated party, 
haviDg the advantage of publicity, and thereby avoiding all imputa- 
tion of private influence or unfairness, would become the judgment, 
not merely of those who pronounced it, but of the public in general 
There is a demand for the establishment of some means by which a 
verdict in a criminal case, deemed to be erroneous upon the facts, 
should be re-considered. He was of opinion that the criminal who 
thinks that his conviction has been wrongly pronounced, and that 
the evidence does not sustain the verdict, should be at liberty to 
apply to any one of the superior courts for a new trial. At present 
he can only ask for relief in a matter of law. Justice requires that 
he should be able to do so in reference to a matter of fact. If this is 
done the cause of justice — ^in other words, the real interest of the 
public — ^vnll be benefited. 

On the third question Dr. Pankhurst read a valuable paper. After 
referring to the local administration of justice in ancient times, and 
the constitution of tribunals of commerce on the Continent, he said 
commercial courts were not wanted in order to possess a voluntary 
court of arbitration, for chambers of commerce furnished now this 
instrument for the conclusion of commercial difierences, and the 
efficiency of that instrument is only conditioned by the sagacity with 
which it is worked, and the amount of satisfaction its action gives to 
those who come under its jurisdiction. Having referred to the 
various views held as to the constitution and character of tribunals 
of commerce, he expressed the opinion that their three great attri- 
butes were— convenience of situation, simplicity of procedure, and 
promptness of decision, — that these three things were, in effect, the 
expression of the two great duties which civil government owed to 
the people over which it exercised dominion — namely, to make the 
laws to be obeyed simple and clear, and to administer those laws 
conveniently and cheaply. Therefore, the way to escape from the 
present evils in the legal system was not to establish special tribunals 
which destroy unity in the law and uniformity in its administration, 
but to insist on the due performance by the State of its two funda- 
mental duties towards the community. The rules of law should be 
dear, consistent, and comprehensive; the proceedings should be 
simple ; the administration should be convenient, and, therefore, 
local. A code which would give a complete system of legal rules 
accurately classified and precisely expressed, would be an immense 
boon to the profession and to the public, and would supply to local 
tribunals the only thing necessary to give them complete efficiency. 
He considered, also, that there was a national need for a complete 
provision for local justice, inasmuch as at present some of the existing 
local courts had considerable extent of jurisdiction, many with large 
business, and concluded by observing that the centralisation of justice 
gave them unity in the substantive law, and uniformity in its appli- 
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cation. The localisation of justice can alone make the law efficient, 
prompt, and economical in respect of administration. 

Of the voluntary papers, Mr. G. R. Tennent read one on the 
expediency of remunerating trustees executiDg private trusts. He 
advocated assimilation to the Scotch system, and urged that facilities 
should be afforded to private trustees to have the power and option 
of placing the estates under their care in judicial administration, 
and thus, inter alia, securing the great advantage of an annual audit 
of their accounts. 

A paper was read by Mr. Edward Grardner, in favour of the 
abolition of the oaths. On discussion, the meeting was of opinion 
that it was undesirable to do away with the form of oaths in courts 
of justice. 

The subject of Trial by Jury in England, Ireland, and Scotland 
was discussed in their papers by Mr. Serjeant Pulling, Mr. O'Ha- 
gan, Q.C., and Mr. G. B. Tennent. 

The paper by Mr. Serjeant Pulling was on the English System. 
He proposed that the legal qualification of jurymen should be altered, 
and that instead of the honorary test at present existing some more 
liberal test should be had, so as to include, in addition to those 
already serving, others who were exempted. Lists should be made 
out, revised, and compiled as the Parliamentary lists are— there should 
be a roll of service kept — and there should be a rotary service, so that 
all persons who were marked for juries would take their proper share 
of the work. A penalty should be inflicted on those who neglected 
their duty in making out the lists. Jurymen should be remunerated, 
and those who did not attend should be punished. 

The paper of Mr. O^Hagan, Q.C., had reference solely to the jury 
system in Ireland, in which he complained of the absolute discretion 
entrusted to the sheriff of selecting jury panels. He would exclude 
from the box in definite and equal numbers, to prosecutor and prisoner ; 
and in reference to the right of peremptory challenge by the Crown^ 
he said, that the result was that the panel was first selected by an 
officer substantially appointed by Government, and next that the 
prosecutor had a really unlimited power of challenge. He advocated 
a proper remuneration to jurors for their time and expenses, and the 
abolition of the system of keeping juries without food or other refresh* 
ment, and thus starving them into returning a verdict. He said, in 
conclusion, that much had been said in praise of trial by jury, to all of 
which he cordially subscribed, but in this, as in other cases, the 
corruption of the best might prove the worst, and there was noUiing 
which more interested the community than to remove blots and 
imperfections from a system which in the ideal is so admirable. 

Mr. Tennent said that the procedure in Scotland is similar to that 
followed in England ; but unanimity is not required after the expiry 
of three hours' deliberation. The expenses of jury trial are much 
greater in Scotland, and the tendency is to dispense with it as much 
as possible. The qualification of jurors in criminal cases is the same 
as in civil proceedings as regards common juries, but criminal juries 
receive no remuneration. If tte prisoner pleads guilty, his plea 
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must be signed by himself or bis counsel. The prosecutor, how- 
ever^ cannot be compelled to receive such a plea, but majproceed 
to lead eyidehce before a jury after it has been recorded. When the 
plea is **not guilty," the jury are at once balloted and sworn. The 
verdict may be pronounced by a majority of the jury when they are 
not unanimous. On the whole, the system of criminal jury pre- 
<iedure may be regarded as very efficient. 

Mr. Faikiner, Q.C., read a paper on the rule of evidence, ex- 
cluding the testimony of witnesses, especially that of married 
persons in certain cases, and of the parties to action for breach of 
promise, in which he described and illustrated the untenable grounds 
on which the principle of excluding evidence rested, and the great 
iDJustice that followed the attempt of applying it as a general rule. 
He stated that the principle of exclusion on the ground of 
interest still existed in the following cases: actions for breach of 
promise of marriage — ^married persons in criminal proceedings — 
married persons and parties in the suit in proceedings instituted for 
adultery, and criminals ; and showed reasons for the abrogation of the 
general rule. 

Mr. Lowry Whittle followed on the exclusion of the evidence of 
the prisoner in criminal cases, in which he argued that the prisoner 
should be examined on oath, with the exception that he should not 
be cross-examined as to general credit. 

Mr. James Heron and Mr. George Ferry eo&tributed papers on the 
subject of Bankruptcy. The former dwelt on the want of uniformity 
between the bankrupt law of England and Ireland, which was fre- 
quently both vexatious and embarassiiig, and urged the want of a law 
to cheaply and expeditiously realize and divide a bankrupt's estate. 
He would borrow from the Scotch law on the subject that relating 
to administration apart from the judicial department, which, with his 
proposed amendment on the Irish system, he believed would work 
advantageously to all parties concerned. The latter made several 
Suggestions as to improving the laws, making a quicker return of the 
bankrupt's assets, and to have a more complete system of punishing 
dishonest bankrupts — a punishment which, at present, was impossible. 
He suggested that, in certain cases, the dishonest bankrupt should be 
punished by refusing to allow him to pass his final examination, and, 
in cades of greater dishonesty or extravagance, and gambling trade, 
such other punishment should be added to the refusal of certificate as 
would prevent the bafikrupt from again beginning to trade. 

Mr. G. W. Hastings, the General Secretary, spoke on the subject of 
the law as to the property of married women. After referring to the 
ancient systems, he said, that only ladies with a considerable amount 
of property could have a marriage settlement. In the case of 
women who had saved small sums before marriage, there was no pro- 
tection, and no law cotild prevent the husband from spending his 
wife's m6ney, or his wages, as he thought proper, however recklessly, 
to the injury of his family. 

A paper by, Mr, Dii tiutton, **0n the Record of Title in 
Ireland," giving a description of its working and ady^ntftges, illui^- 
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trated by practical examples, terminated the work of the department. 
Several papers were read in the section of " Repression of Crime," 
of great interest, but which we have not space to report. 

SIB W. H. BODKIN. 

The justices of Dover have presented the following address to Sir 
W. H. Bodkin, the Assistant Judge of the Middlesex sessions and 
Recorder of Dover, expressing the high gratification with which they 
heard that Her Majesty had been pleased to confer upon him the 
honour of knighthood. 

'* It will ever be a source of pride for us and all the inhabitants of 
this ancient Cinque Fort to remember that one who has received 
80 distinguished a mark of Her Majesty's favour has been for many 
years associated with this borough in the highest judicial capacity ; 
and while we have watched with admiration your wise, firm, and 
impartial administration of justice, we have individually the most 
pleasurable recollections of the unvaried courtesy and kindness we 
have experienced at your hands. We earnestly trust that your 
iudicial career may yet be continued, not only in connexion with 
this borough as our Recorder, but also in that still higher position 
which you so worthily fill as the Assistant Judge." 

CEKTBAL CBIHINAL COUET. 

The grand jury, on being discharged at a recent sessions, sub- 
mitted the following presentment to Mr. Baron Bramwell : — 

^' The grand jury summoned at the present session beg to call the 
attention of your Lordship, the judges, and the bench to the nature of 
the numerous cases brought before them. At a sessions heavier than 
has occurred for some months — nearly two hundred bills of indict- 
ment have been presented to them — it appears the majority of the 
cases have been burglaries and robberies with violence from the 
person. The grand jury would submit that the evidence in the 
majority of these cases has been so clear, that it was obviously un- 
necessary to present the cases for their investigation ; that the public 
— both prosecutors and witnesses — have been put to serious incon- 
venience, as well as the time of the grand jury taken up, by these 
cases, which, having been fully gone into by the police magistrates, 
might have been committed for trial without being sent before 
another tribunal. On the back of each bill is the name of at least 
one police constable, on some three and four; and the serious detri- 
ment to the public service, and the consequent failure of justice in 
many instances by such a number of constables being withdrawn 
from their ordinary duty, seems, in the opinion of the grand jury, to 
call for some alteration in the law, by which, in minor cases, the 
preliminary forms in the administration of justice may be facilitated; 
and, therefore, through the proper channel, they beg to draw the 
attention of Her Majesty's judges, and, through them, of Her 
Majesty's Government, to this important question." 
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LOBD KINOSDOWK. 

The Right Hon. Thomas Femberton Leigh, Lord Eingsdown, 
who died at his country residence, Torre Hill, in Kent, on the 2l8t 
October, was the son of Mr. Femberton, barrister-at-law, and was 
born on February 11, 1793. He was called to the bar in 1816 by 
the Hon. Society of Lincoln's Inn, and was invested with the silk 
gown in 1829. He practised in the Rolls Court, of which he became 
Uie leader. In 1841 he was appointed Attorney-Greneral to the 
Prince of Wales. In 1843 he succeeded to a life interest in the 
Wigan estates, from which he derived a most ample income, and, in 
accordance with the will of Sir Robert Leigh, he took the surname 
of Leigh. Shortly afterwards he retired from professional practice, 
bat continued to manage the estates of the Duchy of Cornwall. For 
twenty years Mr. Femberton Leigh performed his judicial duties 
without emolument or reward, until he was elevated to the peerage 
by the Earl of Derby in 1858. 

THE RIGHT HON. FRANCIS BLACKBURNE. 

The Bight Hon. Francis Blackburne, late Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, died on the 17th September, at his residence, Rathfamham 
Castle, at the age of 85 years. He was born in 1782, at Footstown, 
in the county of Meath, and is a descendant on the maternal side 
from Dr. Ezekiel Hopkins, who was Bishop of Derby during the 
famous siege. In 1798 he entered the University of Dublin fis a 
stadent, where he won a scholarship, a gold medfd, and other dis- 
tinctions. In 1805 he was called to the bar, and in 1822 he attained 
the dignity of King's Counsel. In 1823 he was appointed to act as 
judge in the counties of Limerick and Clare, under the administra- 
tion of Lord WeUesley, to enforce the Insurrection Act, and so 
continued until 1825. He was appointed Attorney-General in 1830, 
and remained in office up to 1835. In 1 841 he was reinstated in the 
office of Attorney-General, and in the following year, on the death 
of Sir Michel O'Loghlen, he was promoted to the office of Master of 
the Rolls. In 1846 he was transferred to the Chief Justiceship of 
the Queen's Bench, and in that capacity presided at the special com- 
mission which tried Mr. Smith O'Brien and his associates in the 
rebellion of 1848. In 1852 he was promoted to the office of Lord 
Chancellor, which he vacated on the retirement of the ministry. In 
1856 he was appointed to the ne^vly created office of Lord Justice of 
Appeal in Chancery, which he retained until the return of the present 
ministry to power, when he was induced to accept the Great Seal 
again, which, early in the present year, his failing health suggested 
the necessity of resigning. 

THE RIGHT HON. HORATIO WADDINGTON. 

The Right Hon. Horatio VTaddingtoQ, late Under Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, died at his residence in York Place 
on the 3rd of October. He was the son of the late Rot. George 
Waddington, Yicar of Tuzford, Notts, and brother of Dr. Waddington^ 
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Dean of Durham. He was born in 1798, and was educated at 
the Charterhonae ; he afterwards proceeded to Trinify College, 
Cambridge^ where he graduated M^. in 1823. He was a wrangler, 
Chanceller's Medallist, Universitj Scholar, and a Fellow of his 
College. He was called to the Bar of Lincolns* Inn, in 1825, and 
formerly held the office of recorder of Warwick and Lichfield. In 
1848, he succeeded Mr. March Phillips as under Secretary of State. 
Mr. Waddington was sworn a member of the PriTy Council, in 1866, 
and on his resignation was appointed on the Judicial Conunittee. 
He was also a member of the Cambridge Universi^ Commission. 

XB. WILUAX XOOST. 

llie late Mr. Moody, Barrister-at-Law, who died on the 9th of 
October, in the 74th year of his age, was educated at Winchester 
School, (where he took scTeral prizes), and afterwards at Trinity 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1 815, 9th wrangler 
and mA. in 1818. He was elected to a fellowship in 1816, was 
called to the Bar in Lincoln's Inn in 1820, and went the Western 
drcnit. He was subsequently appmnted standing counsel to Trinity 
Colli^, Cambridge, but his diief work in the law was his editorship 
of the Crown cases from 1824 upwards, jointly, and sometimes solely 
with, in snccessioni Sir Edward Ryan, Mr. Faerie Robinson, and 
Mr. Malkin. 



BAB EXAMINATIONS. 

At the July e x am in ation on the subjects of the lectures and classes 
of the readers of the Inns of Court, held at Lincoln's Inn Hall, on 
July 1, 2, and 3, 1867, the Council of Legal Education awarded the 
following exhibitions to the undermention«l students, of the ralue of 
thirty guineas each, to endure for two years: — Constitotional Law 
and Lc^ History, Mr. William A. Hunter, student of the Middle 
Temple; Jurisprudence, CIyII, and Internatioiial Law, Mr. Booke 
Pennington, student of the Inner Temple; Equity, Mr. Robert 
Bannatyne Finlay, student of the Middle Temple ; the Common Law, 
Mr. George Sangster Green, student of Lincoln's Inn ; the Law of 
Property, &c, Mr. Job Bradford, student of Lincoln's Inn. 

llie Council of Legal Education haye also awarded Ae following 
exhibitions, of the value of twenty guineas each, to endure for two 
years, but to merge on the aoquisiii<m of a superior exhibition :— 
Equity, Mr. John Arnell Creed, student of the Middle Temple ; the 
Conmion Law, Mr. Rooke Pennington, student of the Inner Temple ; 
the Law of Real Property, &c.y Mr. Charies [Jcha Wilkins, student 
of the Middle Temple. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 

Lord Cairns, Sir W. Earle, Sir J. P. Wilde, Sir W. P. Wood, 
Mr. Justice Blackbarii, Mr. Justice Smith, Sir J. B. Karslake, Q.C., 
MJP., Sir Bonndell Palmer, Q.C., M.P., Mr. W. M. James, Q.C., 
Mr. J. R Qoain, Q.C., Mr. H. C. Kothery, Mr. Ayrton, M.P., Mr. 
Hunt, M.P., Mr. Childers» M.P., Mr. J. HoIIams, and Mr. F. D. 
Lowndes, have been appointed a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the operation and effect of the present constitution of the 
English Court of Chancery, the Superior Courts of Law^at West- 
minster, the Central Criminal Court, the Court of Admiralty of 
England, the Admiralty Court of the Cinque Ports, the Courts of 
Probate and .Divorce for England, the Courts of Common Pleas 
of the Counties PaUtine of Lancaster and Durham, and the Courts 
of Error and Appeal from all the above-mentioned tribunals, 
as also into the operation and effect of the present separation 
and division of their respective jurisdictions, and also into the 
operation and effect of the present arrangement for holding 
of sittings and assizes in England and Wales, and of the present 
divisions of the legal year into terms and vacations ; and generally 
into the operation and effect of the existing laws and arrange- 
ments for distributing and transacting the judicial business of 
the said courts respectively, as well in court as in chambers, with 
a view to ascertain whether any and what changes and improve- 
ments, either by uniting and consolidating the said courts or any of 
them, or by extending or altering the several jurisdictions, or assign- 
ing any matters or causes now within their respective cognizance to 
any other jurisdiction, or by altering the number of the judges in 
the said courts or any of them, or empowering one or more judges 
in any of the said courts, to transact any kind of business now 
transacted by a greater number, or by altering the mode in whi<^ 
the business of ihe said courts or any of them, or of the sittings and 
assizes, is now distributed or conducted or otherwise, may be advan- 
tageously made so as to provide for the more speedy, economical, and 
satisfactory dispatch of the judicial business now transacted by the 
same courts, and at the sittings and assizes respectively ; and further 
to make inquiry into the laws relating to juries, especially with 
reference to the quaUfications, sumraroning, nominating, and enibrcing 
the attendance of jurors^ with a view to the better, more regular, and 
mere efficient conduct of trials by jury, and the attendance of jurors 
at su^ trials^ Mr. Thomas Joseph Bradfl^taw, Barrister at Law, 
has been appointed Secretary to the Commission. 

Sir Alexander Toung Spearman, Bart, Mr. John Fowler, C.E., 
Mr. John Mulholland, Mr. Seymour Clarke, and Mr. Christopher 
Johnson, have been appointed a Royal Commission on Irish Bail- 
ways, and Mr. W. Neilson Hancock, LL«D., Secretary. 

Lord Justice Sir John Rolt and Sir B. J. Phillimore (Judge of 
the Admiralty Court) have been sworn in Privy Couneillors, 

The honour of knighthood has been conferred upon Mr. William 
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Henry Bodkin (Assistant Judge of the Middlesex Sessions), Mr. 
Charles Jasper Selwyn (Solicitor-General), Alderman William 
Anderson Rose, Alderman and Sheriff Waterloo, Sheriff Ljcett, and 
Hon. John lies Mantell (late Chief Justice of the Settlements in the 
Gambia). 

Dr. Travers Twiss has been appointed Queen's Advocate, in the 
place of Sir Robert Phillimore, promoted. 

Mr. Woolrych, Police Magistrate, has been transferred from 
Southwark to Lambeth, and Mr. Partridge from Thames Street to 
Southwark. Mr. Ralph Benson, Recorder of Shrewsbury, has been 
appointed to the vacancy created by the resignation of the Hon. 
G. C. Norton, and Mr. William Fenton Fletcher Boughey, of the 
Oxford circuit, to the Recordership of Shrewsbury, in the place of 
Mr. Benson, appointed Stipendiary Magistrate. 

Mr. F. E. Guise, Recorder of Hereford, has been appointed Stipen- 
diary Magistrate of Sheemess. Mr. Guise has received the sanction 
of the GiDvemment to hold the Recordership in connexion with his 
new appointment. 

The Honourable Adolphus Liddell, Q.C., has been appointed 
Under Secretary of State for the Home Department, in the place of 
the Right Hon. Horatio Waddington, resigned. 

The following have been appointed Assistant Boundary Commis- 
sioners under the new Representation of the People Act : — ^Mr. N. 
J. Senior, Mr. J. Home Payne, Mr. Joseph Kaye, Mr. R. C. Palmer, 
Mr. Hugh Cowie, Mr. W. S. Ollivant, Mr. John Bramston, Mr. John 
L. Wharton, Mr. F. D. Longe, Mr. J. S. Dugdale, Mr. E. Bullock, 
Mr. F. W. Gibbs, Mr. P. Cumin, Mr. Frederick Clifford, Mr. Ser- 
jeant Tindal Atkinson, Mr. A. Bathurst, Mr. H. C. Merivale, Mr. 
J. L. Johnston. 

Mr. George Lathom Browne has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister on the Norfolk circuit. 

Mr. George Long, of the Chancery Bar, has been appointed 
Secretary of Presentations in place of Mr. Lushington, resigned. 

Mr. Clarke Aspinall, Solicitor, has been appointed Coroner for the 
borough of Liverpool. 

Mr. C. W. Sykes has been appointed Assistant Solicitor to the 
Official Assignees of the Bankruptcy Court. 

Mr. Frederick M. Metcalfe, Solicitor, of Wisbech, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk of the Peace for the Isle of Ely and Registrar of the 
County Court ; Mr. Freeland Filliter, Town Clerk of Wareham, in 
the room of Mr. C. O. Bartleet, deceased ; Mr. Leonard J. Deacon, 
Deputy Clerk of the Peace for Peterborough, in the place of Mr. W. 
Lawrance Bell ; and Mr. E. A. Grundy, Registrar to the County 
Court of Bury. 

Mr. A. T. Squarey, of Liverpool, has been appointed Solicitor to 
the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, in the place of Mr. North, 
resigned. 

Ireland. — Mr. H. E. Chattertou, Attorney-General, has been 
appointed Vice-Chancellor of Ireland, under the recent Chancery Act. 
Mr, Warren, Solicitor-General, has been appointed Attorney-General. 
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Mr. Michael HarrisoD, Q.C., has been appointed Solicitor-Greneral 
in the pUce of Mr. Warren. 

Mr. J. F. Elrington, LL.D., has been appointed Crown Pro- 
secutor at Armagh, in the place of Mr. S. Ferguson. 

Mr. John F. Townsend Q.C., LL.D., has been appointed Judge 
of the New Admiralty Court, and Mr. A. H. Barton, Registrar. 

Mr. Abraham T. Chatterton has been appointed Chief Clerk to the 
Vice-Chancellor of Ireland. 

The mastership of the Court of Exchequer has been conferred 
upon Mr. J. Corry Lowry, Q.C. 

Mr. Thomas £. Webb, LL.D., has been appointed Professor of 
Civil Law in the University of Dublin. 

The Bight Hon. the Attomey-Greneral has appointed Mr. John 
George Gibbon, of the Leinster Bar, to be his counsel, in place of 
Edward Spencer Dix, Esq., appointed a Divisional Justice of Dublin. 

Scotland. — Mr. John Hill Burton, advocate and doctor of laws, 
h^ been appointed Historiographer to the Queen for Scotland, and 
Eobert Berry, Esq., advocate, Professor of Law in the University of 
Glasgow. 

Mr. John Bartlemore, writer, of Paisley, has been appointed justice 
of the peace clerk for Renfrewshire. 

CoNSTANTiNOPLB. — ^Mr. Philip Francis, Legal Vice-Consul, Can- 
ceUier and Registrar of the Consular Court in Egypt, has been 
appointed Consul General at Constantinople, in the room of Mr. 
Logic, deceased. 

India. — ^Mr. Robert Spankie, of the Bengal Civil Service, has 
been appointed Judge of the High Court of the North- Western Pro- 
vkces and Mr. John Connor, Senior Magistrate of Police at Bombay. 

Labuan. — ^Mr. John Pope Hennessy has been appointed Governor 
and Commander-in-Chief of the Island of Labuan and its de- 
pendencies. 
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May, 
23 rd. Stutzbb, J. Julius, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 4T. 

July. 
20th. MacDougall, Hon. W. C, late Puisne Judge of the Supreme 

Court of Jamaicai aged 66. 
23rd. Habbison, Hon. S. B., Barrister-at-Law, aged 65. 
28rd. Skinnbb, William HenUt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 26. 
27th. KiKO, Jam¥s, Esq., Solicitor. 
28(h. Jsssopp, F. JoBifaoir, Esq., Solicitor, aged 68* 
29th. Maoaulat, Kekkbt^, Esq., Q.O., aged 612^ 
29th. Bbomehead, J. CbaWfobd, Esq., Solicitor, age4 49, 

aist. O'Maujst, Hehbt, Esq., Banister^t-Iiaw. 

* 

AugusU 

6th. Mackat, Shebidan Knowlbs^ Esq.^ Barrister-at-Law« 

tth. MiLLBB, Henby, Esq.^ Solicitor^ 

8th. Dawson, John; Esq., Barrister-at-LaW) aged 78 » 

10th. Habbold, William Hbnbt, Esq., Barrister'-at-Law, aged 4L 

15th. Gbeen, Fbedebick, Esq., Solicitor. 

20th. LoGiE^ D., Malcolm, Esq., Judge of the Consular Courts and 
Consul-Generai, Constantinople, aged 45* 

20th. Hunt, William, Esq., Solicitor, aged 54. 

21st. Clabke, W. H., Esq., LL.D., Recorder of Rangoon. 

23rd. BuLLAB, John, Esq., Ban*ister-at-Law, aged 60. 

25th. Blaket, Geobge, Esq., Solicitor, aged 52. 

26th. Pashlby, Henbt, Esq., Solicitor. 

27th. Eablej Henby, Esq., Solicitor, aged 64. 

29th. Howabd, E. Ibvine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 41. 

29th. YouNa, Robebt, Esq., Solicitor, aged 51. 
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Septemher. 

1st. Hill, Henby, Esq., Solicitor, aged 65. 

2nd. BoBE, J. Feabson, Esq., Solicitor, aged 67. 

3rd. PiTTOB, Edwabd, W., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 37. 

3rd. Babtlett, C. Oldfield, Esq., Solicitor, aged 73. 

3rd. Home, Robebt, Esq., Solicitor, Town Clerk of Berwick-upon- 
Tweed, aged 75. 

4th. BuBBELL, E. Montague, Esq., Solicitor, aged 45. 

7th. Walfobd, Desbobough, Esq., Solicitor, aged 71. 

7th. Allen, G-. C. G., Esq., Solicitor, aged 30. 
10th. Smith, Willdlm, Esq., Solicitor, aged 74. 
11th. Gabdner, Richabd, Esq., Solicitor, aged 34. 
12th. Home, Deummond Henbt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 84. 
15th. Fenwick, H. W., Esq., Solicitor, aged 52. 
15th. Oliyeb, James, Esq., Barrister«at-Law, aged 48. 
17th. Blackbubne, Right Hon. Fbakcis, late Lord Chancellor of 

Ireland, aged 85. 
2l8t. Watebmeteb, E. B., Esq.,LL.Di, Second Puisne Judge of the 

Cape of Grood Hope, aged 43. 
25th. BiLTON, Thomas, Esq., Solicitor, aged 70* 

October* 

3rd. Waddington, Right Hon. Hobatio, Barrister-at-LaW, and 

late Under Secretary of State for the Home Departments 

aged 68. 
7th. Majekdib, Ashubst, Esq., F.R.S., Barrister-at-Law, aged 

83. 
7th. Kjngsdown, Right Hon. Lord, aged 74. 
8th. SuTHBBLAND, Kennbth Leith, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 

aged 52. 
9th. Moody, William, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 73. 
25th* Lawbengb, Fbedebick, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 46. 
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Art. L— corruption AND COST OF ELEC- 
TIONS. THE CORRUPT PRACTICES AT 
ELECTIONS BILL.— By W. D. Chbistie, formerly 
Minister in BraziL 

THE necessity of immediate vigorous efforts for the general 
education of our future electors under the new political 
ammgement has been lately urged anew by several eminent 
men; and legislation on this great subject cannot long be 
deferred But the subject of national education is wide and 
thotny, and it will be years and years before any new legisla-* 
tion will tell on actual electors, the faturuz populiLs now in 
frocks or swaddling clothes. There is another question relating 
to the good working of the new electoral arrangement, which lies 
in a smaller compass, and legislation on which would be imme- 
diately operative ; this other question is urgent, and the more 
80 as it is one of action on the present generation of new 
electors ; and it will be very much to be lamented if the 
'Session of Parliament, which will soon begin, should be lost for 
legislation to repress corruption and costliness of elections. 
All reflecting men feel great anxiety for the probabilities of 
increased activity of corruptors among the large numbers of the 
corruptible in cities and boroughs, and of increased expen- 
siyeness of elections in consequence of the increased numbers 
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in conatituencieB. There is no reason to fear that the influences 
of rank and wealth will be weakened by the change that has 
been enacted. What is to be feared, on the contrary, is the 
increased power of money, which always tends in the aristocratic 
direction. Mr. Mill has early wisely counselled the Council 
of the Reform League to turn its serious attention to the 
devising of measures for diminishing the difficulties which 
stand between a man of moderate fortune and a seat in 
.the House of Commons. Corruption apart, the necessary 
expenses of an election contest in a large borough — ^printing, 
advertising, committee rooms, public meetings, hustings, polling 
booths, and clerks, public and private, make a formidable 
total. Increased numbers will tend to increase these expenses. 
It is fair, however, to say that some provisions of the measure 
passed last session will tend to save the pockets of candidates, 
and that the same provisions will also close some outlets for 
corruption. 

The payment of m<mey *' on account of the ccmveyance of 
any voter to the poll, either to the voter himself or to any 
Other person " is prohibited in boroughs by last year's << Bepre* 
sentation of the People Act." Here is an end happily put to 
cabs and flies carrying voters to the poll in boroughs, a large 
item of candidates' expenses in large towns, and a source of 
corruption. This provision was not originally in the Bill ; it 
was added on the suggestion of Mr. Hibbert, member for 
Oldham. 

Another provision of the Act prohibits electors employed 
for pay by candidates any time within six months before an 
election from voting : any such elector voting will be guilty 
of a misdemeanor. This is a heavy blow and great dis- 
couragement to paid canvassers, — another fruitful source of 
corruption. The armies of clerks and messengers which have 
hitherto preyed on candidates' purses in keenly contested 
boroughs will now dwindle down to the limits of necessary 
work. Henceforth the object will be to avoid as much as pos- 
sible paying electors for work. Hitherto it has been the more 
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the merrier. This provision also was an addition to the 
Government Bill, proposed hj Mr. Candlish, member for 
Sunderland. 

So far, so good. Let us hope that unscrupulous zeal and 
ingenuity will not find means of evading or thrusting aside 
these two well-meant provisions. One excellent proposal by 
Professor Fawcett, which, if adopted, would have made a 
sensible diminution of candidates' burdens, and would have 
been also useful as stimulating to pure conduct of elections, 
was, unfortunately, rejected by the House of Commons. Mr. 
Fawcett's proposal was, indeed, rather an extension of a pro- 
posal in the GU>vernment Bill, than an original suggestion. It 
had been proposed in the Bill that the expenses of hustings, 
polling-booths, and persons employed by the returning officer, 
should, in county elections, be charged on the county rates. 
Justice and similar expediency obviously required the extension 
of this proposal to boroughs ; and this is what Mr, Fawcett pro- 
posed, that, in boroughs as well as in counties, the necessary 
public expenses of elections should be charged on the rates. 
Strangely enough, the Government, rather than adopt Pro- 
fessor Fawcett's larger proposal, abandoned their own, and 
Mr. Disraeli's argument against the Professor's motion was 
equally strong against his own original proposal. ''If these 
public expenses," said Mr. Disraeli, ''are thrown on the 
constituencies, the next step will be to charge them also 
with candidates' private expenses." Why this should neces- 
sarily be the next step is not apparent; and certainly 
Mr. Disraeli's remark cannot apply more to boroughs than 
to counties. The difference between public and private 
expenses is sufficiently marked, in boroughs as well as in 
oounties. A large majority of the House of Commons was 
unfortunately influenced to reject Mr. Fawcett's motion, by 
no better arguments than Mr. Disraeli's inconsequent predic- 
tion of " the next step " and a common-place clap-trap appeal 
to a spurious sense of propriety, which came from Mr. Henley. 
This respected gentleman said that " he could not help feeling 

N 2 
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that the great body of the people would think it a paltry thing 
to throw this expense on them ; " and again, " he believed the 
great body of the people woidd feel it was a dirty thing to throw 
this trifling expense upon them, and to be reUeved of the 
liability at the cost of this feeling would be rather a loss than 
a gain." So 248 members voted against 142 that they would 
not be thought paltry and dirty. The proposal thus rejected 
was one of the most important and best of all the numerous 
amendments brought forward during the progress of the Bill 
through the House of Commons; and the objections stated 
were perhaps the weakest ever uttered in that assembly. 
What is a serious burden on a candidate would, divided among 
all contributors to the county or borough fund, weigh with the 
infinitesimal weight of a feather on each contributor. The 
expenses in question are incurred by a public officer in the 
accomplishment of a public function. There is a marked 
difference between them and other expenses of candidates. 
The administrators of county and borough rates are neces- 
sarily concerned to keep them down as much as possible, and 
they would be led to combine to use all their local influence 
for a pure election management, in order to avert a voiding of 
the election for corrupt practices, which would bring another 
election and a fresh charge upon the rates. The majority 
against Mr. Fawcett's motion was so large that there is no 
probability of a reversal of this vote in the coming Session ; 
it must be a question for the Reformed Parliament. 

There is a peculiar enabling and permissive clause in the 
Act which, it is to be hoped, will not be inoperative, and which 
is as follows : — 

" 30. At every contested election for any county or boroagh, unless 
gome building or place belonging to the county or borough is pro- 
vided by the justices for that purpose, the Returning Officer shall, 
whenever it is practicable to do so, instead of erecting a booth, hire a 
building or room for the purpose of taking the poll. Where in any 
place there is any room, the expense of maintaining which is payable 
out of any rates levied in such place, such room may, with the con- 
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^ent of the person or corporation having the control, over the same, h« 
Hsed for the purpose of taking the poll at such phice." 

For the giving effect to this clause^ all will depend on the 
character of the returning officer. If he is disposed to take 
trouble^ and to endeavour to reduce expenses which the can- 
didates have to pay, a considerable economy may be made in 
counties and large boroughs. The suggestion of turning to 
account for an election buildings paid for by the public 
might be further extended. Why should not such buildings 
be made available for the use of candidates for meetings 
for the statement of their opinions^ and thus help to avert 
the necessity of holding meetings at public houses? 

The connexion between cost of elections and corruption 
applies further than to the expenditure for corrupt practices. 
Every considerable item of legal expense opens the way to in- 
fluence by custom given. But^ above all, the fact of large 
expenditure by candidates carries the idea of seeking a seat in 
Parliament for personal objects, and the poor voter naturally 
asks himself if a candidate will pay hundreds or thousands of 
pounds for a seat, unless he expects to gain something by it, 
and if he, therefore, may not try to get a few pounds for his 
children by his vote, and if these few pounds can make any 
difference to the man who is fixed for payment of hundreds or 
thousands. 

But corrupt practices are the great evil, and there is a 
common consent of politicians of every creed^ that the cor- 
ruption of borough elections is a crying shame and scandal 
among us. K it has been so with a ten-pound franchise, what 
may be expected with household suffrage ? Increased num- 
bers are of course to some extent a security against corrupt 
practices ; more money will be wanted ; with greater numbers 
there will be more likelihoood of detection, and with larger 
totals majorities will be generally larger, and it will be more 
difficult to overcome them by corruption. ■ There is truth in 
this ; but, on the other hand, majorities may often not be so 
very much larger, or at any rate beyond being affected by 
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corropt practices; a larger number inay be bought indi- 
vidually cheaper ; and it must not be forgotten that the muni- 
cipal contests of wards^ into which boroughs are divided for 
municipal purposes, will facilitate calculations of practised cor- 
mptors as to what is wanted in one or two wards to make a 
majority for the whole borough. It is known that corruption 
has long been rampant in municipal elections ; and for corrupt 
practices at municipal elections there is practically no punish- 
ment. As a witness, high in the confidence of the Government 
said before a Committee of the House of Lords, and again 
before a Committee of the House of Commons, " The municipal 
elections are really a nursery for illegal practices." * 

Mr. Disraeli has announced that, on the very first day of the 
coming session, he will move for leave to bring in a Bill for 
improving the mode of trial of election petitions, and for 
better prevention of corrupt practices at elections. This looks 
like being in earnest. The Bill thus announced is, it may be 
taken for granted, " The Corrupt Practices at Elections Bill,'' 
which was introduced by the Government last year, and 
referred to a Select Committee. The original Bill, and the Bill 
as altered and reported by the Select Committee, are both 
before us. The Select Committee evidently considered the 
Bill with care ; in many matters of detail they have much 
improved it; but one change, made in one of the most 
important provisions of the Bill, is probably a change de- 
cidedly for the worse. The Government had proposed .that 
election petitions should no longer be tried by Committees 
of the House of Commons, but by lawyer Commissioners, 
selected for each occasion from a list originally prepared by 
the Speaker. This proposal might have been improved, 
but it is very doubtful if the change made by the Select 
Committee will not produce more harm than good, and 
neutralize much other benefit of the measure. The Select 

* Mr. Philip Eose in Lords* Committee on Elective Franchiee, 18<k), 
(1350) and in Commons' Committee on Corrupt Practices at Elections 
1860 (1066). 
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Committee haye proposed that the trial of election petitions 
shall be by Judges of the Superior Courts. It is much to be 
feared that this proposal, by increase of expense, and by giving 
dection petitions more than even now the character of law- 
smtSjinvolTes more mischief than the good which it undoubtedly 
contai]» of a superior tribunaL 

The framers of the Qoyemment Bill have the merit of having 
endeavomred to pievent corrupt practices by improving the 
trial of petitions, and causing them to be tried soon after an 
dection and on the spot. The Government Bill proposed 
that petitions be presented within two months after an dec* 
tion, and three Commissioners, barristers of at least seven years' 
standing, be nominated for trial of a petition, within seven 
days from its receipt ; and then these Commisdoners, withm 
another fortnight, were to begin an inquiry in the borot^h 
or county. The sooner the inquiry is held, the more evidence is 
likely to be fcnrthcoming, and evidence is to be got more easily, 
durely, and cheaply on the spot, than in London ; the Com- 
missioners would be acute lawyers ; and if no other change were 
made than this, there is no doubt that something effective 
would be done for repression of corruption by increasing the 
chances of discovery and panidiment. But the object of the 
framers of the Bill might have been carried out more effectively, 
and their proposals might have been improved by changes in a 
direction different from that which the Select Committee have 
taken. Why require a petition at all, with its concomitant 
of recognizances for costs, which can only have a restraining 
effect? Why not provide for an inquiry by a competent 
lawyer, as a matter of course, immediatdy after the election, 
and on the spot ? Let competent lawyers appear on the spot. 
Recorders or County Court Judges, or Revising Barristers, or 
lawyers nominated expresdy for the purpose, immediately 
after the close of the poll, and hold an open court of inquiry. 
Then everything would come out ; there would be no time for 
compromises or for spiriting away witnesses; and let the 
lawyer employed for the inquiry have full powers for making 
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it completely searching.' When immediate searching inqmiy 
is certain, there will be no corrupt practices ; and if a little 
more or less expense in such a matter were of consequence (as 
it cannot be), in comparison with more or less eflSusiencjr, it is 
Yery doubtful whether the annual cost of a set of Commissioneni 
who would probably have little or nothing to inquire into^ 
because their coming with full powers is c^iwni, would be 
greater than that of a system which by imposing barriers of 
expense and forms, and by making inquiries uncertain, lets in 
hopes of impunity, and gives occasion from time to time for 
protracted investigations. 

One advantage of the Goyemment plan would have been a 
diminution of the expenses of coimsel, for, as a general rule^ 
counsel would not be brought from London, or at any rate not 
more than one on each side, for the trial of petitions in the 
coimtry. If election petitions are to be tried by Judges of the 
Superior Courts sitting in the country, counsel of repute will 
necessarily be brought from London on both sides, and very 
likely two or three on each side. This will swell expenses 
greatly. 

The question of an appeal from the decision of the person or 
persons appointed to investigate an election, or of its finality^ 
probably presented a difficulty,, which the Select Committee 
thought might best be solved by giving the trial of electioQ 
petitions to the Judges, without an appeal to the House of Com- 
mons. The Government had proposed in their Bill what was very 
objectionable and universally condemned, to give the House the 
power of deciding whether or not an election committee should 
be appointed, on the existing plan, to sit in appeal on a dedsiou 
of the Commissioners. The inevitable result of this would 
have been to make motions for Committees of Appeal occasions 
of party contests, as appointments of Committees under the 
Grenville Act used to be. To abolish the present election com* 
mittees for inefficiency or incompetency, and to propose similar 
committees as tribunals of appeal from the substituted courts 
of inquiry, is a course of obvious inconsistency. It would be 
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well to have a power of appeal from the Commissioners pro- 
posed by tlie Govemment Bill, and it would be necessary to 
have a competent tribunal to overlook the judgments of single 
lawyers, employed, as has been suggested in this paper, to in- 
quire after every election. If a Committee of the House of 
Commons, like the present General Committee of Elections, 
carefully chosen by the Speaker from leading members of all 
8eeti<MiB, would not sufficiently serve the purpose, a permanent 
court of appeal, consisting of three lawyers, appointed by the 
Speaker, might be constituted; or a mixed commission of 
appeal, part lawyers, part members of the House of Commons, 
might be devised. 

The main provisions of the Bill, as altered by the Select Com- 
mittee, which is waiting for consideration in the coming session, 
are as follows : — 

Election petitions are to be presented within twenty-one 
days after the return ; but special provision is made in con- 
formity with an existing sesdonal order of the House of 
CiHnmons for petitions on account of corrupt practices, which 
specifically allege a payment of money or other reward, made 
by a member, or on his account, or with his knowledge, since 
his return in pursuance or in furtherance of corrupt practices, 
and such petitions may be presented within twenty-eight days 
after the date of the specified payment. Security to the 
amount of a thousand pounds is required from petitioners. 
Each petition is to be tried by one of the Judges sitting in 
open court, without a jury. The trial of the petition is to be 
held within the borough or county, as it is a borough or county 
election petition ; but power is given to the Court of Queen's 
Bench to appoint the trial elsewhere, if special circumstances 
make it desirable. The determination of the Judge as to who 
was duly elected, or whether the election was void, is to be 
finaL If any charge of corrupt practices has been made in 
the petition, the Judge is further to report to the Speaker : — 

" Whether any corrupt practice has or has not been proved to 
have been oommitted by or with the knowledge and consent of any 
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candidate at such election, and the nature of such corrupt practice.'' 
^'The names of all parsons, if any, who have been proved at the 
trial to have been guilty of any corrupt practice." 

«< Whether corrupt practices have^ or whether there is reason to be- 
lieve that corrupt practices have, extoosively prevailed at the election 
to which the petition relates." 

It is further provided that the Judge '' may make a special 
report to the Speaker as to any matters arising in the course 
of the trials an account of which, in his judgment, ouglit to be 
submitted to the House of Commons ; " and it is added, rather 
superfluously, " where the Judge makes a special rqiort, the 
House of Commons may make such order in respect of such 
special report as they may deem proper." If the Judge has 
reported that corrupt practices have, or that there is reason 
to believe that they have extensively prevailed, the Queen 
may issue a Conunission, on a joint address from the two Houses 
of Parliament, with full powers for general inquiry. It is weU 
provided that the expenses of such Commission shall fall upon 
the borough or county. When the Judge has reported any 
persons as guilty of corrupt practices, the report, with the 
evidence, is to be laid before the Attomey-^General, with a view 
to his prosecuting, if the evidence should, in his opinion, be 
sufficient. It is specially provided that the Judge is to be re- 
ceived at the place to which he proceeds to try an election 
petition, '^ with the same state, so far as circumstances admit, 
as a Judge of assise is receiTcd at an assise town; " die Judge's 
expenses to be defrayed by the Commissioners of the Treasury, 
from money voted by Parliament. The Judge is empowered 
to enforce the attendance of any witness, .and examine him, 
though he may not be called by parties to the petition. No 
election petition is to be withdrawn without the leave of the 
Court of Queen's Bench, given on special application after 
notice in borough or county, and provision is made for substi- 
tuting other petitioners who may apply to be substituted. 
The following are new penalties proposed for persons found 
guilty of bribery by a Judge. A candidate, of whom a Judge 
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has reported that bribery has been committed by him, or with 
his knowledge and consent, is to be] incapable of ^being 
elected to and sitting in the House of Commons for seven years ; 
and if he should be so reported a second time, he shall be in- 
capable of being elected for life. All persons found guilty of 
bribery by a Judge shall, in addition to the above disqualifica* 
tion^ be incapable for the next seven years of being re^tered 
as voters, and of voting at any election, or holding any muni^ 
dpal office, and of being appointed and of acting as justices 
of the peace. 

Such are the chief provisions of the ^* Corrupt Practices at 
Elections Bill," as reported by the Select Committee of last 
year. It is still open to mhch improvement; and we trust 
ihat the Government will not feel itself obliged to adopt the 
Bill as reported, or at' any rate that the House will interfere 
for its amendment in several particulars. 

There can be no doubt that election petitions will be 

better tried by a Judge than by a Select Committee of the 

House of Conmions ; and that under the preodency of a Judge 

on the spot, and within a comparatively short time after the 

election, there will be greater securities than now for getting 

out the whole truth about corrupt practices, where an 

election petition has been presented. But the holding of an 

inquiry will entirely depend, under this Bill, on the presentation 

of an election petition. Now, for an election petition, a strong 

motive, which generally can be looked for only in self-interest, 

is required to make a petitioner, who must necessarily incur 

great expenses, and begin by depositing a thousand pounds or 

finding security for it. It has been already pointed out that the 

calling in of the Judges to preside at the trial of election petitions 

will tend to increase expense. No provision whatever is made 

in this Bill for enabling electors to petition for an inquiry into 

corrupt practices, the expenses of which may be defrayed by the 

public. This is a very serious omission, and the more surprising 

as the Bill proposes to repeal the 5 & 6 Vict c. 102, which 

does contain such a provision. That Act, known by the name 
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of Lord John Russell's Act, provides in the fourth clause for 
petitions, *^ complaining that general or extensive bribery has 
prevailed at the then last or any previous election," wluch 
may be presented " after the time limited by the House for 
presenting election petitions, and within three calendar months 
next after some one or more of the acts of bribery charged 
therein shall have been committed," such petitions not aflfectiiig 
the seat, but being only for inquiry into corrupt practices, 
the Committee to which such petition is referred being" 
empowered to order that the costs of the petitioners shall be 
borne by the public, if they judge that there was reasonable 
and probable ground for the allegations of the petition, and 
the petitioners being required in the first instance to find security 
to the amount of only five hundred pounds. Now, under the 
proposed Bill, there can be no inquiry whatever into corrupt 
practices, unless by petitioners proceeding to upset the election, 
entering into recognizances for a thousand pounds, and neces- 
sarily having to pay their own costs. The repeal of the 
5 & 6 Vict. c. 102, is, therefore, so far a decided loss. The 
new Bill might and should have increased the facilities for 
inquiry by electors not caring about the seat, but anxious to 
purify the constituency, and yet not prepared to pay largely for 
doing so. On the whole, it is to be hoped that the Bill will be 
improved in the next session, and that a plan of this sort may 
be enacted ; after a general election, circuits to be held by 
Judges specially appointed, who shall sit in the borough or 
county town, and hear all complaints of corrupt and illegal 
practices, and shall have full powers for complete investigation, 
and similar Judges to inquire after any single election ; punish- 
ments to be enforced on their decisions ; their judgments as to 
the result of the elections to be subject to appeal to a tribunal, 
either exclusively legal, or of mixed composition, appointed by 
the Speaker. Commissions for further inquiry to issue on 
report of the Judges, confirmed by the tribunal of appeal. 

The adjudication of the seat and discovery and punishment 
of corrupt practices are two distinct matters. The exposure 
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of corruption uhould not be made solely dependent on the 
petition for the seat. If we make inquiry by a competent^ 
impartial judge^ armed with full powers, inevitable^ corruption 
at elections will soon be extinguished. If there is a petition 
affecting the seat^ the same Judge^ who will always hold an 
inquiry into corrupt practices, will be competent to try it ; his 
decision being either final or subject to appeal, as Parliament 
may determine. But let there be the means of inquiry into 
corruption in all cases, whether there is a petition or not. 
Expense or hopelessness of obtaining the seat may prevent a 
petition. 

The plan here recommended has been strongly urged by 
Mr. AUen, one of the Commissioners for the late Beigate 
inquiry, in an additional separate report. These are Mr. 
Allen's words, and they are well deserving of attention : — 

*' Within a specified number of days after every election in a 
borough or county, while facts are still fresh and party feeling still 
alive, some competent person might give his attendance in the 
county or borough in which the election was held, and, if a county, 
in not less than three of the principal places within it, notice having 
been previously given that any charges of corrupt practices may be 
brought before him. In case of any being brought, he should hear 
the evidence and adjudicate upon it. If he decided that a charge 
was proved, the consequence, viz., the permanent loss of vote, and the 
like incapacity to become a Member of Parliament, need not attach 
at once, but might be suspended until the High Court had had an 
opportunity of reviewing his decision ; but if, within a month after 
it had been laid before the House, the decision was not reversed, 
then it should have full force and efiect. By some such method 
as this, other and more expensive modes of investigating corrupt 
practices would probably be obviated." 

Two practical recommendations of some importance, and of 
obvious utility, are to be found in the Heport of the Great 
Yarmouth Commissioners ; and it is surprising that the 
*' Corrupt Practices at Elections Bill," as it now stands, shows 
no sign of knowledge of either of these suggestions. One is 
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that the time for prosecutions and actions for offences under the 
Corrupt Practices Act should be extended : it is now one year 
from the date of the offence. The Commissioners point out 
that the year has necessarily expired before the Commission 
can have inquired and reported^ and^ therefore^ no prosecutions 
or actions can follow these discoyeries. For a Commission, it 
has been necessary, first that there should be an election 
petition, then an election committee, then a joint address 
from both Houses; and then the inquiry necessarily takes 
some time. By the proposed Bill a Commission wiU still be 
the consequence of a joint address from both Houses, made 
after the report of the Judge ; and the year will still be too 
short a time. The Commissioners observe on the limitation of 
time to a year : — 

« The effect of this section (14 of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 102) is to 
render all offences, declared or enacted by the Corrupt Practices 
Prevention Act practically dispunishable, because, unless a private 
individual should incur on public grounds the expenses of a prosecu- 
tion, or the risk of an action or trial, it is almost impossible, in the 
ordinary course of events, that the result of a Commission of Inquiry 
can be laid before the Attorney-General, in the manner pointed out 
by the 9th section of 26 & 27 Yict. c. 29, and that a prosecution 
can be instituted by him in the interests of public morality within 
the limits of time prescribed.'* 

This suggestion well deserved the attention of the Select 
Conunittee. The other suggestion to which we have referred 
of the Great Yarmouth Commissioners, is a change in the words 
of the 7th section of the 26 & 27 Vict c. 29, as to giving 
indemnities to witnesses. The words are, " where any witness 
shall answer every question, &c., he shall be entitled to receive 
a certificate." The Commissioners recommend a return to the 
repealed words of the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 57, which gave Com- 
missioners a discretion, making the indemnity available for a 
witness who *^ makes a true discovery to the best of his know- 
ledge touching all things as to which he is examined." The 
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present words, as they justly obserre, deny all discretion to 
the Commissioners where a witness has not actoally refused to 
answer questions, but he may have given evasire or incom- 
plete or &l8e answers* 

There is a yet greater omission in the ** Corrupt Practices 
at Elections Bill," and that is the omission of all provision for 
checks on corruption at municipal elections. Unless provisions 
are introduced to apply to corrupt practices at municipal elec- 
tions^ the experienced bribers and suborners of bribery, the 
well-known sodales of corrupt constituencies, who act under 
central patronage, may do all their work for the parliamentary 
contests at the municipal elections, and snap their fingers at 
the f ramers of this BilL The parliamentary electors under the 
new Act are to be all the municipal electors, and scnne more. 
For the municipal elections three years' residence is necessary. 
For the election of Members of Parliament one year's residence 
only is required ; all occupiers of houses who have resided 
twelve months are entitled to be registered, and if they cease 
to reside between the registration and the election they will 
still be entitled to vote. Then there is also the addition 
of the ten-pound lodgers. If the municipal elections have 
hitherto swayed those for Members of Parliament, and have 
been the nurseries of corruption, these tendencies now will be 
stronger and more baneful. The evidence of Mr. Philip Bose 
on this subject before Committees of Lords and Commons has 
been already referred to ; a few extracts from it will now be 
read with peculiar interest. Mr; Bose is a member of the 
solicitors' firm which was employed to frame Lord Derby's 
Beform Bill of 1859, and he held for some time the post, now 
filled by his partner, Mr. Spofforth, of chief election agent to 
the Conservative party. There cannot be stronger authority. 

*'In a vast number of places there is unquestionably a resort 
to illegal practices at the municipal elections, and that has led to the 
establishment of a regular machinery in those places, which is made 
use of at the parliamentary elections; and a very great pressure is 



192 The Corrupt Practices at Elections Sill. 

brought to bear upon Members on both sides of the House of Commons 
who represent those pbices, to contribute towards the expenses of the 
municipal contests, it being always held out to them that £ 10 spent 
at a municipal contest is far better than £ 100 spent at a parliamen- 
tary contest. 1 believe there is hardly a case on record of any pro- 
ceedings being adopted in consequence of a violation of the Manicipal 
Corporation Act by bribery. The municipal elections are really a 
nursery for illegal practices. My experience is this, that if yon find 
for a few years running one party in the Municipal Council getting 
the predominance, that party will gradually get the predominance in 
Parliament : it may be the work of years. It is almost laid down as 
an axiom by local agents, who say, * We were able to return our 
man for the Municipal Council, and we shall be able to return our man to 
Parliament.' " (Evidence of Mr. P. Rose before Committee of House 
of Lords, 1860, on Elective Franchise.) 

Mr. Bose's remarks before the House of Commons Com- 
mittee of 1860 on Corrupt Practices, as to the more facile 
venality of the voters below the ten-pound limit are now full of 
interest : 

*^ You are aware that the constituency is not the same in the two 
elections ? — ^No, in the case of the municipal election it is a consti- 
tuency which is much more easily operated on, the suffrage resting, 
as it does, on a lower basis; and there is this difference that at muni- 
cipal contests it is more a question of beer or of a few shillings, 
whereas at parliamentary elections a higher remuneration is expected." 

''Is not the constituency for. the parliamentary representation, upon 
the whole, higher than the constituency for the municipal election T — 
Yes, but there is a class common to both, and the lower grade of the 
parliamentary constituency is equally liable to be operated upon as the 
municipal constituency : the same man who votes at both would 
probably accept a smaller sum at the municipal election.** 

Sir George Lewis,'] '' The vote is of greater value at the parlia- 
mentary election ? — Yes." 

Mr. Walpole,'] '' Are there not many in the municipal constituency 
who would not vote in the parliamentary election t — ^Yes, at present 
that is the cuse." 

'' Was it to that class of people you applied your remark that they 
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are influenced bj beer and treating? — ^Yes, to the lower grade of both 

eoDBtituencies/' 

To be forewarned, it Is said, is to be forearmed. The Govern- 
ment are here forewarned by a trusted agent and counsellor. 
Emphatically, Mr. Rose repeated to the Commons' Committee : 

" My strong opinion is, that all the efforts which are now being 
made to check bribery at parliamentary elections will fail for this 
reason, that you do not attempt to strike at the root of the offence. 
The real nursery for the evil is in the municipal contests ; and those 
oft recurring contests have led to the establishment of what I might 
almost term an organized system of corruption in the municipal 
boroughs throughout the kingdom, which provides a machinery ready 
made to hand, available when the parliamentary contest arrives." 

The Committee of the House of Commons, before which this 
evidence was given, reported : 

'' That it has been proved to the satisfaction of your Committee 
that an intimate connexion exists between bribery at municipal 
and parliamentary elections, and it is expedient that the provisions 
as to punishment and forfeitures for the offences of bribery at each 
SQch election should be assimilated as far as possible.'* 

Surely the next session will not be allowed to pass away with- 
out effect being given to this recommendation. It needs only 
some addition to the " Corrupt Practices at Elections Bill." 

The same lawyers might be employed to hold courts after 
municipal elections, as well as after those for Members of 
Parliament ; or, if it is determined to have special Commissioners 
for trial of parliamentary election petitions, as the Government 
originally proposed, or to employ the Judges for trying them, 
as the Select Committee has recommended, Becorders and 
County Court judges might then, without much difficulty, be 
made available for inquiries after municipal elections. Some- 
thing must be done as to municipal elections, or the 
" Corrupt Practices at Elections Bill " may be quite nugatory. 
The witness who has been already quoted, Mr. Bose, being 
asked by a Peer whether it was not almost impossible to prove 
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bribery under the Municipal Corporation Act, replied, " 1 be- 
lieve that there is hardly a case on record of any proceedings 
being adopted in consequence of violation of it." It will be 
the business of our legislators to prevent evasion of these 
measures against corruption at parliamentary elections, by 
bribing with impunity at the time of the next preceding muni- 
cipal contests. It is clear that there should be similar penalties 
and like summary procedure for enforcing them in municipal 
and in parliamentary elections. What has recently been done 
in the case of the Boundary Commission suggests one possible 
mode of providing for inquiries after elections. A Commission 
to appoint the inquirers and serve as a tribunal of appeal might 
be created by Act of Parliament, the First Commissioners 
being named in it ; and with the aid of Recorders and County 
Court judges there could be no diflSculty in finding any further 
sufficient number of competent judges for local inquiries 
among such barristers as are lately found, without difficulty, 
to serve as Assistant Boundary Commissioners. These judges 
should serve for municipal as well as parliamentary election 
inquiries. The first set of superior Commissioners being 
named in the Act, vacancies arising might be filled by nomina- 
tion of the Lord Chancellor and the Speaker, or by the three 
Chief Judges of the Common Law Courts, with the con- 
currence of the Speaker. The object being well understood, 
and will to accomplish it existing, there should be no difficulty 
in arranging a suitable plan. Another and still better course 
would be to take the existing machinery of Be vising Barristers, 
and extend their duties and increase their pay. The Revising 
Barristers are appointed every year by the Judges; re-appoint- 
ment is customary, but not necessary. Of the general com- 
petency of the Revising Barristers for the duties which they 
have hitherto discharged there is no question ; and, if compe- 
tent for them, they cannot be incompetent for the additional 
duties which it is here suggested to assign to them. The 
Judges who appoint, would appoint henceforth with a sense of 
responsibility commensurate with the extent of the new duties. 
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Our proposal is that the Bevising Barristers, appointed everj 
year by the Judges, should be appointed not only for revision 
of the electoral lists, but also for holding inquiries as to corrupt 
practices, and trying petitions in all cases of elections within 
these districts during the year> whether parliamentary or 
miinicipal. The municipal franchise cannot long lag behind 
the new parliamentary franchise; they must now sooner or 
later be made uniform ; and the Reyising Barristers should also 
revise the municipal lists. A power of appeal from the 
Barristers' decisions on petitions is desirable; a competent 
tribunal of appeal can easily be constituted, with a Standing 
Committee of the House of Commons, so chosen as to inspire 
respect, and having legal assessors at its service. 

The employment of Revising Barristers for holding inquiries 
into elections immediately after the event has been already 
proposed in this Journal by Mr. Serjeant Pulling ; * but he 
proposed at the same time that they should act as Assessors to 
the Returning Officers in each and every election. For this 
last purpose they would not be numerous enough. But it 
will be easy for them to make circuits for inquiries after 
elections, as they now do for revision of registers. 

The payment of a Revising Barrister is two hundred 
guineas, which includes all expenses. The whole amount of cost 
for Great Britain and Ireland is a little over £18,000. Double 
the Revising Barrister's remuneration, or raise it to five 
hundred guineas : £36,000 or £45,000 a year will not be an 
unreasonable charge for the purification of constituencies. 
With salaries of five hundred guineas a year, Judges will have 
no difficulty in finding practising barristers perfectly compe- 
tent for the duties, and willing to undertake them. There 
wiU be a stress of work for the Revising Barristers in the year 
of a general election ; but in oth^r years there will be much 
less pull upon tiiem. 

The carrying of an effective Bill for the repression of 
corrupt practices at elections will confer great credit on Mr. 

* Law Magazi7ie and Review, August, 1866, p. 275. 
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Disraeli. He will, it is to be presumed, as he did last year in 
the case of the Eepresentation of the People Bill, take counsel 
with the House. There are lawyers and other members on 
both sides from whom he may receive valuable assistance^ and 
who, we trust, will be ready to give it. In a word, the Bill, 
as it now stands, requires to be carefully considered for amend- 
ment in three principal respects : 

1. Extension of preventive measures to corruption at muni- 
cipal elections. 

2. Provision of inquiry into corrupt practices, as a matter of 
course, immediately after elections, and in the locality ; such 
provision to be combined with provision for that of election 
petitions, and all this probably best effected by the enlargement 
of the functions of the Revising Barrister. 

3. A tribunal of appeal from the judgments on election 
petitions. A Standing Committee of the House of Commons 
for election matters will be very useful in many ways, if not 
absolutely necessary; to receive all repoii;s and see to the 
necessary action with respect to them. It would be the duty 
of the chairman of such Committee to move for an address for 
a Commission of inquiry into corrupt practices in the case pro- 
vided ; at present there is no one to whom that duty appertains. 
A small number of legal assessors to this Committee would 
make a tribunal of appeaL 

Such being the three main points to be attended to, a few 
further suggestions may be added. 

The requirement of a solemn declaration from every member 
on his taking his seat as to the total amount of his expenditure 
and as to there having been no money spent on corruption or 
illegally by himself, or, to the best of his belief, by any of his 
supporters, might well be inserted in Mr. Disraeli's measure. 
Many persons strongly believe in the efKcacy of such a decla- 
ration. It may not be all-effective, but it must do much good. 
It cannot do harm ; its only effect can be good. The only way 
in which the efficacy of such a declaration can be impaired is 
by friends and supporters keeping matters from the knowledge 
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of the candidate. To meet this the declaration might he so 
framed as to include a statement that the member has conferred 
with all the active promoters of his election before making the 
declaration ; and a list of the names might be given in. The 
active promoters of an election likely to be concerned in the 
expenditure of money are necessarily few ; they are known to 
the opposite side^ and the omission of a known man would 
excite remark and suspicion. The declaration might be re- 
quired to be made by the members and by the defeated candi* 
dates also before the Judge holding inquiry after the election. 
The honour of candidates for seats in Parliament can generally 
be relied on for declarations, truthful not only in the letter but 
also in spirit ; and if they are called on to declare that all their 
active and confidential supporters authorize them to speak for 
them also, the cases of deception of candidates by friends are 
likely to be rare and insignificant. 

An enlargement of the powevs of Bevising Barristers for 
enforcing attendance of witnesses and production of documents 
is much needed. By the existing law they have no power ex- 
cept over parish ofScers, whom they can fine, and over claimants, 
voters objected to, or objectors, whose presence is necessary 
for their own objects. No unwilling witness, however neces- 
sary, can be forced to attend; and an objector's case can 
often be proved only by unwilling witnesses. In Lord Derby's 
Beform BUI of 1859 there was a proposal to increase the 
powers of the Bevising Barrister. His imperfect powers may 
have been the reason for preserving for parliamentary election 
committees a power of reviewing what are called '* express '* 
decisions of Bevising Banisters. It is well known how much 
uncertainty and dispute have arisen out of this word '^express," 
introduced into the 6 Vict. c. 18, s. 98, for the purpose of re- 
moving doubts about a similar provision in the Beform Act 
(s. 60 of 2. Will. IV. c. 45). The whole of the Act for the 
Trial of Election Petitions by Parliamentary Committees 
(11 & 12 Vict. c. 98) is repealed by the proposed Bill, and it 
is very desirable that it should repeal the clauses 98 of 6 Vict. 
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c. 18, and 60 of 2 Will lY. c. 45, which have giyen Failm- 
mentary Committees a power of reyiewing decisions of Re- 
vising Barristers. Such repeal will not interfere with the appeal 
provided bj 6 Vict. c. 18, from Bevising Barrist^n to the 
Court of Comrncm Pleas. 

The Bill, as reported from the Select Committee, repeaU 
the 8th section of 26 & 27 Vict c. 29. Tins 8th section con- 
tains three sub-sections, of which 1 and 3 are clearly replaced 
by provisions of the new BilL But it is not so with subniection 
2j which is as follows : ^ Where any person who has voted at 
any election is found, by any committee, to have been guilty of 
bribery or treating at such election, his vote shall be void, and 
may, upon a scrutiny, be struck off the list of voters, notwith-* 
standing that the name of such guilty person has not been 
included in the list of voters to be objected to." The power 
of voiding a vote for bjribery or treatii^ materially depends on 
this provision, which it is proposed to repeal without a substi- 
tute. Further, it was this provision of the 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29^ 
which first authorized Election Committees to strike off such 
votes, though they had not been included in the lists prescribed 
for notice by the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 98. The whole of this last 
Act, however, is repealed, including the provisions for lists of 
voters objected to. If the sub-section 2 were not repealed, 
what is now binding through it on a Parliamentary Committee 
would be binding on the new Judges of election petitions, viz.^ 
to strike off the votes of persons found guilty of bribery or 
treating, though notice of objection to their votes had not been 
given. It win doubtiess be competent for the three Chief 
Justices, under Section 21 of the proposed Bill, to establish as 
a rule of practice what is now authorized by Section 8, sub- 
section 2 of the 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29. 

Whether the Judges of the Superior Courts try election 
petitions henceforth, w they are tried by Revising Barristers 
or others, new rules of practice as to lists of objections will 
probably be substituted for the repealed clauses of the 11 & 12 
Yict. c. 98 ; and it is to be hoped that an end will be put to 
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an abuse and absurdity which has grown up in practice before 
parliamentary committees, of sending in lists of the entire 
poll of a sitting member who is petitioned against as disquali- 
fiedy and where, notice of disqualification haying been publicly 
giren at the time of the election, the petitioner claims the 
seat. Still better will it be to introduce into this Bill, which 
is for the amendment of the law as to election petitions, a 
clause affirming that the disqualification of a sitting member 
will of itself have in no case further effect than to void the 
election. The decisions of Committees on this point have been 
conflicting; and this point has been one of the objectionable 
elements of uncertainty for petitioners.* The current of latter 
decision has been to void the election simply, and not give 
the seat to a candidate who had only a minority of votes. 
Such was the dedsion of the CamlNridge Committee of 1866, 
when Mr. Forsyth was unseated. On the other hand, the 
present Judge of the Admiralty Court sat in the House of 
Commons for a whole Parliament, having received the votes 
only of a minority of the electors of Tavistock, after estab- 
lishing his opponent's disqualification and public notice thereof 
given at the time of the election. The reasonable principle is 
clearly that of the decision in the Cambridge case, that a 
member not having a majority of votes should not be seated. 
So long as election petitions are the only practicable means of 
bringing about inquiries into corrupt practices, it is more 
important to get rid of all causes of embarrassing uncertainty 
for petitioners ; and the settlement of the law on this point 
and the elimination of the difficulty, already mentioned, about 
" express decisions " of Kevising Barristers, will dry up 
two sources of doubt and embarrassment. 

♦ See an elaborate and valuable pamphlet by Mr. Pickering, Q.O., 
'* Controverted Elections and Parliamentary Committees/' second 
edition, 1852 ; written after the conflicting decisions of the Chelten- 
ham and Horsham Committees of 1848. Disqualification of sitting 
members, arising out of corrupt practices at a previous election, was 
alleged in both petitions ; equally effective public notice of disqualifi- 
cation had been given in both cases; both sitting members were 
unseated, but the Horsham Committee seated the petitioner, the 
Cheltenham Committee refused to do so. 
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By Section 8 of the 26 & 27 Vict c. 29, wKch it is pro- 
posed (it is to be presumed mistakenly), altogether to repeal^ it 
has been enacted and made certain that the votes of Totars 
found guilty of bribery or treating are void. The recent 
editor of '^ Rogers on Elections" argues that this enactment 
refers to bribery and treating as defined by the Corrupt Prac- 
tices Act of 1854 (17 & 18 Vict, c 182), and that, as in this 
Act treating only by a candidate is spoken of, the provision of 
Ae 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29, which was to amend the Act of 1854, 
cannot operate beyond the treating by a candidate. His argu- 
ment is worth quoting : — 

** Hie giving of refreshment at elections is no ofience by the common 
law. The 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29, provides that, when snj person who 
has voted at any election is found by a conmiittee to have been gnilty 
of treating, his vote ^all be void, and may be struck off on a sera- 
tiny. Bat it mast be borne in mind that treating, as an offence^ 
where it does not amount in effect to bribery, is wholly a statutable 
one ; that the only statutable definition of it now in existence is con- 
tained in the 4th section of the 17 & 18 \lct. c 102, and tiiat that 
definition applies only to refreshments, &c, given by a candidate. 

^^ The vote of a candidate, therefore, who has been guilty of treat- 
ing within the above section is clearly void, and may be struck 
off. But such a case in practice can rarely occur. And the 
extension of the above provision by the 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29, to 
others than candidates (as would seem to have been the intention of 
the framers of the clause from the use of the word ' persons *) is 
attended with considerable difficulty, for that Act is an amendment 
only of the 17 & 18 Vict c 102, and can only, therefore, refer to 
the treating therein mentioned, viz., by a candidate. It certainly 
seems a strong construction to say that the effect of the two sections 
together is to substitute the word * person ' for the word * candidate' 
hi :... ^- z ...^ ^: _. 17 & 18 Vict, c 102. But by no other 
^^^tiou can the provision in the 26 & 27 Vict. c. 29, as to the 
^n. of votes of persons (other than candidates) who have 
Ij oC treating olhers, be rendered otherwise than practical!/ 
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c. 102y a ground of objection to the vote of the person reoeiving it, 
unless it was shown that the elector had been corruptlj infloeneed 
Ij it ; when of course the rote wonld be yoid by the common law 
of Parliament. The ] 7 & 18 Vict c. 102, s. 4, enacts that < every 
voter who shall corruptly accept or take any such meat, drink, 
entertainment, or provision ' (sach, that is, as is mentioned in the 
previous part of the section), * shall be incapable of voting at such 
election, and his vote, if given, shall be utterly void and of none 



'* Whatever be the meaning of the term ' corruptly ' here, the use 
of the word such limits the acceptance of disqualifying entertainment 
to that mentioned in the foregoing part of the section — ^viz., that 
given by a candidate, and ' in order to be elected, or for being elected, 
or for the purpose of corruptly influencing any one to give or refrain 
from giving his vote,' or * on account of such persons having voted or 
refrained from voting,' or ' being about to vote or refrain, &c.' "* 

This argument is worth considering, as also an observation 
of the same writer, that it is still left uncertain whether the 
vote of a person found guilty of exercising undue influence on 
a voter is void. 

" A vote unduly influenced is a bad vote by the common law of 
Parliament. Neither the 17 <& 18 Vict. c. 102, nor the 26 & 27 
Vict. c. 29 mentioned the effect on the vote of the person who 
has exercised such undue influence. In the Wareham case (W & D. 
91), however, the vote of a person guilty of undue influence was 
struck off." 

The Bill proceeds on the plan of requiring petitioners in all 
cases to give security to the amount of £1,000. Is there any 
good reason why those petitioned against, if they defend their 
seats, or, as those parties are called in the Bill, " respondents,'* 
should not be required to ^ve similar security ? It would seem, 
h fortiori, just to treat both parties alike, if the respondent, 
besides defending himself against the petitioner's charges^ 
assumes the offensive and recriminates on the petitioner. The 
security required from the petitioner is for all costs, charges^ 

♦Rogers on Elections. Tenth Edition. By F. S. B. Wolferston, p. 536. 
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and expenses which may become payable to any witnessecF 
summoned on his behalf^ and to the respondent. Why is the 
respondent not to ^ve secoiity for what may become due U> 
his witnesses or to the petitioner ? The requiring security 
from the respondent would act not only as a fair protection to 
the petitioner, but ultimately as an additional check on irregu- 
larities on the respondent's side in the election. Provision is 
properly made in the Bill for allowing other parties to come in 
as respondents, in lieu of the person petitioned against, in case 
of his death or his declining to defend the seat, but surely 
these new parties should, in common justice, be required to. 
give security if the petitioner is required to do so. 

These suggestions are offered with a desire to contribute to 
the efficiency of the Bill which Mr. Disraeli is soon to intro- 
duce into the House of Commons, ^^ to amend the law relating 
to election petitions, and to provide more effectually for the 
prevention of corrupt practices at parliamentary elections." 



Aet. II.— remakks on the court of appeal 

IN CHANCERY. 

WE live in times when sweeping constitutional changes are 
made in the political institutions of the country. It 
behoves us to look with anxiety at any innovation in our 
judicial establishments. They are, doubtless, susceptible of 
much improvement; but hasty and ill-considered schemes, 
resorted to under some temporary or extraordinary pressure, 
are to be dreaded, especially when they are constructively 
stretched beyond their original intention, and, if unchaUenged, 
are likely to become permanent alterations in the practical 
administration of justice. 

It is for the purpose of directing attention to a recent 
change in the ** Court of Appeal in Chancery*' that these brief 
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remarks ore made. It is quite unnecessary to say that they 
are dictated wholly by general yiews and principleS| and are 
not intended to have any sort of personal application. If any- 
thing could tend to depriye them of whatever force they may 
have, it would be the ability and talent of the judges* who for 
the time being happen to occupy the appellate bench. 

Towards the end of the last session of Parliament a Bill, 
containing only three short clauses, passed the legislature, and 
received the Boyal assent on the 25th of July, 1867, which 
effected a great constitational change in one of the highest 
tribunab of the land. The nature and consequences of this 
change being of such serious moment to the public as well as 
to the profession, it is matter of surprise that the measure 
should have elicited scarcely any special notice in its progress 
through the House of Commons. The Act is intituled simply, 
'^ An Act to make better Provision for the Despatch of Busi- 
ness in the Court of Appeal in Chancery." The first clause 
is as follows : — 

'' All the jurisdictions, powers, and authorities of the said Court of 
Appeal under the said recited Acts,* or under any other Act, may 
(except as hereinajter provided) be exercised either by both the 
Judges appointed imder the said Act when sitting together, or by 
either of the said judges when sitting separately, or by the Lord 
Chancellor when sitting with the said Judges or either of them ; 
Provided that no decree made on the hearing of a cause^ or on 
fiirther consideration, shall be re-heard before the said judges when 
sitting separately.^ 

The clause then formally reserves to the Lord Chancellor all 
his own jurisdictions, powers, and authorities, and this second 
clause gives to the Lord Chancellor the power to fix the times 
of sittings, and " also what appeals, motions, petitions, and 
other matters shall be heard by the full court, and by the said 
judges sitting together or separately, and by the Lord Chan- 

* The Act of 14 & 15 Yic. c. 83, which established the Lords' 
Justices Courts. 
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ceDor sitting alone or with either of the said judges." The 
third clause merely provides that that Act and the recited 
Act should be read as one Act Now^ it will be hereafter 
shown that the operation of this Act, as interpreted by the 
Lords Justices, is to enable either of themselves, as a single 
judge, to sit in appeal upon the decisions of the Master of the 
Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors, in the majority of cases which 
are brought under the jurisdiction of the Chancery Courts. 

This important alteration in this highest equity jurisdiction 
has awakened a feeling of apprehension in the profession, which 
cannot fail, ere long, to extend to the suitors and the public at 
large. From the time of its first institution in 1851, and during 
a period of fifteen years, the Lords Justices Court, or " Court of 
Appeal in Chancery," had always been presided over by two 
judges of very great judicial experience, and of matured legal 
knowledge. Each of these Lords Justices had, previously to 
his appointment to that high tribunal, occupied the position of 
a yice-Chancellor. He had thus already attained to con- 
siderable judicial eminence, and before his elevation to the 
superior court, had been habitually looked up to with that 
respect and reliance which an able occupant of the Bench 
invariably commands. A court so constituted, as was to be 
expected, had by a long series of valuable judgments, and by 
its admirable discharge of its functions, become one of the 
soundest and> best appellate tribunals in the country. No 
small amount of this success is to be attributed to the circum- 
stance that the two Lords Justices constantly sat together^ 
when in their own court of appeal. No person who had prac- 
tised before them, could have failed to remark the manner 
in which the two minds, in their interchanges and mutual 
assistance, worked together for good. It is impossible to over- 
rate the advantage of this interchange of thought and opinions, 
which exists when a plurality of judges preside in any court* 
It is needless to dwell upon it. It is witnessed every day in 
our courts of common law. The wisest and ablest judge, when 
sitting alone, however unimpassioned and strictly conscientious^ 
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cannot at all times be sure of taking the correct view of a case, 
often most complicated in its facts, or of coming to the right con- 
clusion in the mass of case law and statute law with which he 
has to deal. 

This is an inherent infirmity to some extent existing in our 
equity courts of first instance. This peculiarity in the con- 
stitution of those courts, while a plurality of judges are 
required in our courts of Common Law, has engaged the 
attention of able writers, and the origin of it has been traced 
to the position and power of the Lord Chancellor in the earliest 
history of the office. When the first Vice-Chancellor was 
appointed in 1813^ the country had become so accustomed to 
a single judge sitting in Chancery, both in the Lord Chancel- 
lor's Court and at the Bolls, that the expediency of appointing 
more than one judge in a subordinate equity court was never 
suggested, although the measure was opposed by several well 
known members of the House of Conunons of that day, and 
gave rise to warm debates at the different stages. 

The present is believed to be the first occasion on which 
an attempt has been made to create a new court with a single 
judge as an appellate tribunal from the courts of the Master 
of the KoUs and Vice-chancellors. It cannot be considered 
otherwise than a very questionable step, and, in the opinion 
of many, is an unwise deviation from established usages. It 
may be said, on the other hand, that the Lord Chancellor 
sitting alone has always constituted an appellate court. 
But so much of imposing prestige has surrounded an ancient 
institution like the Lord Chancellor's Court, presided over, as 
it has been, by many eminent men whose names have illus- 
trated the history of their country, that it has ever carried 
with it a weight and authority which cannot be expected to 
belong to. any novel appeal court similarly constituted. It is 
therefore an exceptional instance, and not altogether a satis- 
factory one, when a Common Law Chancellor is appointed. 
It ought not to be regarded as a precedent, when you are 
establishing a modern Court of Appeal. 
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That two separate Puisne Lord Chancellors, created only yes- 
terday, should possess any portion of the moral iufluence which 
had for ages been enjoyed by the real head of the law, would 
be contrary to the well-known tone and tendency of English 
feeling. Earl Eussell, when he introduced to the House of 
Commons the Bill for creating the Lords Justices' Court in 
1851, alluding to a proposition which had been made to enable 
a single yice-Chancellor, at certain times, to sit as an appel- 
late judge, said : — 

^< To this plan the objection occurs, that although the name and 
authority of the Lord Chancellor carry such weight that he may well 
sit alone, yet if we had a Judge of no higher authority or title than 
the Master of the Bolls or Yice-Chancellor to whom the appeal was 
made, the opinion of one subordinate Judge against another would 
not satisfy either the public or the profession.'^ 

The force of this passage is not in the circumstance of the 
single Judge being, in a sense, a subordinate Judge elevated 
into an appellate court. It is obvious that a tried and 
experienced Judge, though in a sense subordinate, would be 
infinitely preferable to any advocate, whatever might be his 
standing, taken directly from the bar and placed, all at once, 
on an appellate bench where he is to exercise, single-handed 
and so far uncontrolled, the power of reversing the judgments 
of authoritative and eminent Judges, before whom he had just 
been acting as counsel, and whose decisions may have been 
long looked up to with approval and confidence. It is worthy 
of grave consideration whether a Judge of an appellate court 
should not always be taken from the Bench and not from the 
Bar. The true meaning of Lord Sussell's words, above quoted, 
was '^ that the opinion of one Judge against another would not 
satisfy either the pubKc or the profession." This is the com- 
mon-sense aspect of the matter, and it will probably not be 
long before it is made more palpable. Lord Westbnry, then 
member for Aylesbury, in the course of the same debate, said, 

" He considered the noble Lord's (Lord J. Russell's) proposition 
of value, because there would be an appeal in Chancery, no longer 
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from one siDgle mind to another single mind, but, to a plurality of 
minds. Eyen if a diyision should arise between the appellate 
Judges, there would remain the judgment of two minds." 

This proverbial uncertainty of the law is aggravated^ and 
the spirit of vexatious litigation is greatly encouraged, when 
the appeal is from one Judge to another Judge sitting alone. 
The chances are such as to make the administration of the 
law a kind of legal lottery, in which a defeated, reckless, or 
vindictive suitor is ever ready to take a ticket, the price of 
which is estimated simply by the extra fees and costs of a 
second hearing. This, of itself, is no small mischief, but the 
more substantial evil lies deeper, in the unsettling of the law 
which must inevitably result from the many perplexing con- 
flicts of opinion between two separate Judges, especially when 
it may so happen that the nominally superior tribunal is regarded 
as the inferior in learning and judicial experience. 

A further appeal is, no doubt, open to the House of Lords ; 
but non cuwis homini contingit adire Corinthum, and in a vast 
number of cases pecuniary considerations prevent the unsuc- 
cessful suitor from reaching the Corinthian court of our 
temple of justice, and he is obliged to put up with the last 
drawing of the legal lottery. 

It will be remembered that, in 1866, Lord Cran worth intro- 
duced a Bill (afterwards withdrawn) to make the Master of the 
Bolls the senior Lord Justice, and to appoint a fourth Vice- 
chancellor in lieu of the Master of the Rolls. The principal 
ground upon which the proposed change rested, was the high 
rank of the Master of the EoUs, standing, as he does, next to 
the Lord Chancellor in Chancery precedence as well as in 
antiquity of office^ which rendered it apparently improper 
and unfitting that his decisions should be open to reversal 
by the Lords Justices who were of inferior rank to him- 
self. This view had reference to the state of the court 
when the Lords Justices sat together, and there was, at all 
events, the dignity and authority of two Judges against one. 
If Lord Cranworth's reasoning was entitled to sufficient weight 
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to justify his intended alteration at that time, surely it would 
apply with double strength when the judgments of the Master 
of the Rolls for the time being may be overruled by a single 
Lord Justice who never previously held a judicial oflSce, and 
who, it may happen, will mainly owe his elevation to the per- 
nicious habit which has made parliamentary position and 
party allegiance the chief recommendations to the Bench. 
Lord Cranworth, however, assented to the late Act, according 
to the statement of the Lord Chancellor on introducing it to 
the House of Lords. 

In addition to the advantage which was anticipated from 
two Judges presiding in the new court of appeal, it was 
considered that great benefit would result from the Lord 
Chancellor and the Lords Justices frequently sitting together, 
and that the ^^ full court," so constituted, would be a most 
satisfactory appellate tribunal. 

This very desirable object was clearly contemplated by the 
Act of 1851. Sir R. Palmer, in his masterly speech in Parlia- 
ment, on 23rd Feb., 1867, stated that " it was originally 
intended that the Lord Chancellor and two Lords Justices 
should sit together as one court, with power, however, of 
sub-division when occasion required." 

It has long been a matter of great regret and complaint 
that this admirable appeal court of three Judges so seldom 
sat. Had it held periodical sittings, the number of appeab to 
the House of Lords would probably have been diminished, and 
the amount of sound and settled law increased. Many appli- 
cations were made to the Lords Chancellor for the time being 
to have the full court held. Such requests were usually 
discouraged, and only complied with on some few occasions, as 
appears by the following " return." In the year 1865-6 the 
full court sat only 14 days, while the Lord Chancellor sat 74 
days, and the Lord Justices 127 days. The number of rehearing 
appeals, appeal petitions, and appeal motions disposed of by the 
two appeal courts was 158, while the number of such matters, 
during the same period, heard by the full courts, was only 4. 
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It is now proper to advert more particularly to the Act of 
last session^ to the circunistances under which it was passed^ 
and to what will be the nature and effect of it. The courts 
of appeal had become so burthened with arrears that it was 
almost hopeless to expect the disposal of them within any 
reasonable time. It was felt to be imperatively necessary 
that some plan should be discovered for relieving the pressure. 
The principal cause of the obstruction in the appeal courts 
was the formidable nmnber of what are called ^' winding-up 
cases." This winding-up business in Chancery is of com- 
paratively recent growth. The quantity of it in times of 
speculation becomes enormous, and the ordinary machinery 
of the court is often scarcely able to bear the strain thus 
brought upon it. There is almost enough of this description 
of legal administration to justify the creation of a distinct 
tribunal. It is generally originated by some summary process, 
and the numerous cases decided are not set down in the 
fiegistrar's office amongst the appeals which stand for hearing, 
although they are printed in the cou^rt papers of the day. 
These matters doubtless involve large property, and affect 
rights and liabilities of great importance. But, nevertheless, 
they are somewhat of a temporary character, and, from their 
intimate connexion with the mercantile world, imperatively call 
for early and expeditious determination. 

It was mainly with a view to the removal of the special 
obstacle caused by the multitude of these cases that the late 
Act was devised. It was never deliberately contemplated by 
Parliament that nearly all the appellate business of the Court 
of Chancery was to be brought imder the absolute jurisdiction 
and control of a newly created tribunal, to consist of a single 
judge. It will be observed that the Act expressly provides that 
no decree made on the hearing of a cause should be re-heard 
before the Lords Justices, when sitting separately. The 
meaning of this proviso must have been to prevent a single 
Lord Justice from sitting in appeal, from decree which had 
been made on the solemn hearing of suits by the court below. 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVIII. V 
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The intention was to confine the novel and anomalous jurisdic- 
tion to interlocutory^ summary^ and comparatively subordinate 
appeal business. On the 12th July, 1867, when the late Act 
was originated in the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor, 
he said that '^In the present state of arrears it was absolutely 
necessary to get rid of a quantity of business which was over* 
whelming. It was, therefore, proposed by die Bill that certain 
duties might be taken separately, but the Lords Justices were 
not to sit separately on appeaL" 

His Lordship, by the word ^' appeal,'' wUch he is reported to 
have used, must have referred to the exeqytion in the statute, 
which excludes from the jurisdiction of a single Lord Justice 
all decrees made on *'the hearing of a cause," such being the 
description of appeal business set down as '' a]^>eal8." The 
effect and extent of this preeautionary exception, and its 
values as a safeguard to the suitors, must obviously depend on 
the construction which is put on the words ** hearing of a cause." 
To understand this it will be necessary to refer for a moment 
to the manner in which causes are IntHight to a hearing. 
According to the old practice of the court, answers were 
always put in to bilk of complaint, and replications thereto 
were filed. Thereupon the cause was at issue, and evidence 
adduced, and, after proceeding through certain formal stages, 
it was set down for hearing. By the Chancery Amendment 
Act of 1852, sec. 15, the tedious machinery of answers and 
replications might be dispensed with, and causes be brought to 
a hearing by the simple process of a motion for decree. The 
former practice was not wholly abdished, and is still resorted 
to in some cases, but the result of the alteration is shown by 
the parliamentary return for 1865-6. In that year the number 
of causes set down for ** hearing " on motions for decree was 
1,139, while those set down under the old formalities was 267. 
Now, the hearing in the one class of cases is in all respects 
as solemn, formal, and complete as in the other ; there is no 
substantial reason why a distinction should be made between 
them, and the decree pronounced in all alike are, ** decrees 
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made on the heariDg of a cause.'' But this appears not to be 
the yiew taken by the Lords Justices in the construction put 
upon this excepting proviso of the late Act. 

In a case of Baxendah y. McMurray, which had been heard 
before the late Lord Justice Turner and Lord Cairns^ the 
noble and learned Lord^ after the lamented death of his 
tblleagae, gave judgment, and the following short note appears 
ia Law Beports 2, eh. 793. 

''July 29. The appeal was this day placed in the paper to be 
disposed of by the Lord Justice, Lord Cairns sitting alone ; but a 
question having been raised whether, under the 30 & 31 Viet. c. 64, 
an appeal from a decree made on motion could be heard by a single 
Lord Justice, it was arranged that the case should be opened again 
pro foTTufiy on the dlst, before the Lords Justices Cairns and Bolt, 
that the order made might be treated as the order of both." 

'^ July 31. Their Lordships both stated it as their clear opinion 
that the words 'deeree made on the hearing of a clause' in statutes 
W A 81 Vict, c 64^ s. 1, did fwi include a decree made on motion 
for decree^" 

Theii^ Lordships, however^ sud that as the above arrange^ 
ment had been made in that particular case, though before the 
point had been fuUy considered, it would not be departed 
from. Tt will be seen, by reference to the Parliamentary Ketum 
before stated, that the effect of this decision is to make the 
restrictive proviso in this late Act comparatively valueless, and, 
as already said, to bring nearly all the more solemn appeal 
business imder the sole determination of a single judge. 

It is difficult to understand how such an important measure 
should have been allowed to pass without encountering any 
opposition^ or even raising any substantial discussion. This 
may be partly accounted for by the disinclination of the legal 
members to take any hostile course on a Bill so introduced 
from the House of Lords, and partly from the prevalent im- 
pression that the excepting proviso would render it, to a 
considerable extent, harralees, and that the proposed novel 

r 2 
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jurisdiction was, in reality, only intended to meet a temporary 
and pressing emergency. It would have been better had such 
a novelty been expressly made temporary by enactment, and a 
general feeling now prevails that early in the next session 
of Parliament a Bill should be introduced to repeal the 
Act in toto. « 

There is no doubt that an improvement in the equity 
appellate jurisdiction is absolutely necessary, to prevent the 
serious accumulation of arrears in future, but it ought to form 
part of some comprehensive and well matured scheme, em- 
bracing the whole judicature of the country. 

The Royal Commission on this subject, recently appointed, 
comprises several names which are a guarantee, in themselves, 
for the careful consideration of this great national question, and 
justify us in anticipating with confidence that such a scheme 
will, before very long, be laid before Parliament. In the 
meantime, all crude and experimental changes in our judicial 
establishments are to be most earnestly deprecated, as fraught 
with danger to the rights and property of the conmiumty. 

J. H. P. 



Art. Ill— on THE REMNANTS STILL EXISTING 
IN THE LAW OF EVIDENCE OF THE PRlN- 
CIPLE KNOWN AS INCOMPETENCY ON THE 
GROUND OF INTEREST. By Frederick R. Fal- 
KINER, Q.C., of the Irish Bar. 

SOME years ago a case was sent to me on behalf of a gentle- 
man called to answer in an action for damages. My duty 
was, as pleader, to prepare his defence. He was a well known 
clergyman of the Presbyterian Church. The damages claimed 
were several thousand pounds, a sum large in itself — relatively 
to the defendant's means immense-^but the pecuniary gravity 
of the charge was insignificant compared with its moi*al and 
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social menace. My client was a yoong man ; he stood high 
in the estimation of his congregation and the world, as one 
who lived up to the standard of his calling— a religious teacher 
of strict morals and unstained life. With the plaintiflfs family, 
who were members of his branch of the church, he had been 
on terms of intimate confidence. Shortly before the action 
he had been called on to take part at a religious meeting held 
in the town where the plaintiff resided, and was staying as an 
invited guest at the plaintiff's house. A few days after his 
return home the action was commenced, charging him with 
guilt in the person of his late hostess, a young lady of spotless 
reputation. No man was ever called to answer a charge 
threatening ruin more complete, or which, if sustained, would 
brand with a more complete stigma of disgrace. In the very 
discharge of sacred functions — whilst teaching others, himself so 
castaway — the professor of Christian ethics, outraging hospitality 
after a fashion to shock the instincts of barbarous tribes — the con- 
fidentialfriend, using the influence his sacred character had given 
him to betray where even professed libertines are wont to spare. 
The case was stated to me with the seriousness the occasion 
suggested, but with the confidence of assured innocence, show- 
ing no alarm as to the possible result. The defendant and the 
accused lady, though deeply shocked and wounded to be the 
subjects of such a scandal, were stated to be most anxious for 
a speedy trial wlien they might vindicate their innocence in 
public and on oath. The plaintiff admitted he had no per- 
sonal knowledge of the guilt he was alleging. A heated 
imagination had been wrought on till its phantoms had become 
its only realities. The tainted evidence on which the charge 
rested was such as, even if unbroken on the wheel of cross- 
examination, could not live an hour if weighed against the 
oaths of the lady and gentleman it sought to implicate. I 
leave to any man's generous sense of wrong, to any man's love 
for right, the feelings of these imperilled persons when they 
were informed that neither one nor other would be permitted 
to open their lips in refutation of whatever falsehoods might 



2 14 The Law of Evidence. 

be trump^ up against them ; that their sole reliance must be 
on the intrinsio weakness of the plmntiff's evidencei or the 
chance of proving its falsehood by the usual tests of oross- 
examinatipn and comparison. I postpone the sequel of this story, 
but ask the reader to dwell for an instant now^ as I did thai 
for many an hour, on the unknown p^il in which the fames and 
destinies of these two persons were pkced. Suppose this case to 
go forward to a false verdict, founded on testimony, irrefragable 
because unanswered, and which could yet have been shown by 
the testimony of the victims to have had not more of substance 
than the plausible mountain and likely lake upon the landscape 
painter's canvas ; and have you not, in this nineteenth century, 
an immolation to false law as shocking as when the young 
children in the East passed through the foul fires of Moloch, 
whom ignorance and prejudice pronounced to be a god ? 

This case set me thinking on the rule of evidence by which 
my client was made incompetent to give testimony in the 
nbove case. And as it is stiU a rule, and may any day WOTkan 
irreparable wrong of the first magnitude, I wish now to state 
the reasons why I think it should no longer exist in the com- 
mon law of England. The rule is itself but a portion of a 
remnant of a principle long venerated by English juristSi 
known as " incompetency on the ground of interest* Once 
lauded as an instance of the sublime wisdom of our jurispru- 
dence, this principle has now been exploded as a sad specimen 
of its occasional fatuity. Though a witness were of the in- 
tegrity of Aristides or Cincinnatus, as unswervable from the 
path of truth as the sun from his course in clear heaven, — 
though he were the sole human being having knowledge of the 
fact on which he was called to testify, — as exclusively so as if 
it were something that had occurred in Eden before Eve's 
time and he were father Adam — his evidence could not be heard 
if to the extent of a few sixpences he was what the law deemed 
interested in the result of the cause. This insane doctrine, so 
far as it is a general rule, has been abrogated with the approval 
of fill thoughtful citizens, and the tardy assent even of the 
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citLeens without thought who first sought to uphold it A 
small remnant still abides^ which I wish to see abolished. So 
loDg as this remnant was portion of a general rule, it stood 
supported by choruses of parrot wisdom^ entrenched in the 
citadel of time^ bristling with old reasonings that looked like 
arguments^ till anyone ventured to use them, like the partizans 
on a show castle wall, awful to the cockney tourist, but truly 
formidable only to the rash artillerist who might dare to fire 
them off. What was an instance is now an exception, and like 
all exceptions must be justified by the affirmant, for the burden 
of proof has shifted. Yet, I cheerfully assume the burden, 
maintaining that no reason exists for the exceptions which did 
not exist for the general rule. This requires some closer scru* 
tiny of the doctrine which made witnesses incompetent on the 
ground of interest. Bentham, assailing it with a bitterness 
unparalleled in philosophic inquiry, turned upon the judges 
from the law which bound them with as wild injustice as when 
the sufferers in 1848 blamed the Government for the potato 
blight. He averred that the sagacity that had defined the rule 
was as much below that of a peasant making rules for his 
cottage family, as the scientific sagacity of the same peasant 
was below that of Newton. Nor in this, perhaps, was he far 
wrong, but he deliberately attributed its origin and retention 
to the avarice of the judges, corruptly interested in the badness 
of the laws, undeterred by such names as Mansfield and Ellen- 
borough, who adorned the Bench of the times in which he 
lived. The rashness recoiled on himself, and for many years 
condemned this original thinker, with his cherished love for 
justice, to the neglect that usually clings to a reputation for 
extravagance. On the contrary, the idea in which the rule 
ori^nated was not ignoble. It was an attempt to apply the 
maxim — *^ The fountain of justice must be ever pure." There 
is a natural human tendency towards self-interest ; it is often 
stronger than the tendency to veracity ; the testimony of an in- 
terested witness comes with a suspicion branded on it by 
human nature. Therefore^ it should never be admitted ; — so 
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runs the theory. Chief Baron ttilbert even states that there 
is more reason for disbelieving such evidence than for be- 
lieving it. 

The premises of this logic- are true, the conclusion mon- 
strous. The fallacy assumed that when such testimony is 
rejected, evidence sufficient for the purposes of justice, free 
from such suspicion, shall be forthcoming. It might be rea- 
sonable for mankind to bum up all wheat fields mixed with 
tares, and so save the trouble of sifting the ^harvest, if the 
unmixed fields would meet the world's demand for bread. 
Napoleon would never have conscribed Young France if his 
veteran conquerors of Europe had been immortal. But by the 
nature of things when we examine unknown facts, whether 
laws of nature or affairs of life, so long as they are ia doubt, we 
can never safely leave any source of knowledge unexhausted. 
Our man-made law, by systematically excluding his nearest 
sources of knowledge, shared the fate of all artificial devices, 
substitutes for natural law, and was about as wise as the man, 
who, knowing the sun's rays come refracted to his vision, 
should insist on going blindfold, and groping through his labour 
by touch, rather than run the risk of an optical delusion. And 
grotesquely did justice grope about, so long as she applied, or 
thought she applied, this principle. Human interests creating 
bias are so multitudinous and subtle-formed, that, if wholly 
banished from her courts, justice must sit, not blind and lame, 
as she is described, but self-blindfolded and self-spanselled. So 
she made rules limiting her rule, and thereupon did the dame 
appear straining at gnats and swallowing camels, after a 
fashion to make angels weep. The bias of love, fear, hatred, 
passion, revenge, party spirit were allowed to revel through 
her halls as in Collins' ode ; — Direct money interest and the 
mutual sympathy of married persons were the decimated exiles. 

The vagaries of this inconsistency would fill volumes, for the 
orbits of injustice, like the motions of the polypus, defy 
geometry. Your only witness might be excluded for some 
small money interest in the verdict, even though he had 
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stronger indirect leanings the other way, while your adversary 
could poll against you his brothers, his sons, his myrmidons, nay, 
the suborned testimony for which he had paid. The aged liti- 
gant might not testify in defence of the estate, which soon, in 
all events, must elude his grasp, but his adversary's youthful 
heir, to whom the future seems unbounded, may perjure for 
the winning of it, uncontradicted. Lucretia might not testify 
for OoUatinus, but her namesake of the Borgias might swear 
for her paramour to her fancy's limit. The husband cannot 
speak for his wife, but the lover may for his lady-love, towards 
whom his bias, in fact, compared with his bias for self interest, 
he thus expresses : — 

" A man bad given all other bliss, 
And all his worldly wealth for this, 
To waste his whole heart — in one kiss 
Upon her perfect lips." 

And the injustice did not rest with the exclusion of evidence 
the parties sought to give. The rule was traded on by 
wrong-doers, who would frequently defend the wrong, because 
they knew the law would shut out proof of the right, and that 
their own consciences could not be searched for the admissions 
which must have followed their own examination. Thus the 
law operated directly against the innocent, and in favour of 
the guilty, the saddest failure which human justice can 
exhibit. And all this was suffered, notwithstanding the 
experience in every trial, that interested evidence when 
admitted, was not necessarily believed, but carried its 
antidote with its bane, for the deflecting interest was always 
known to the tribunal, and was always subjected to the tests 
I have mentioned, of cross-examination and comparison. 

At length society would endure those inflictions no longer. 
The army of reformers, marching to their promised land, came 
to the ramparts of this Jericho, where dwelt the false gods of 
prejudice and obstruction ; and the walls fell down before the 
blare of truth's trumpets. In 1843, Lord Denman's Act* was 
passed. Its preamble is worth attention : — 
♦ 6 & 7 Vict. c. 85. 
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^^ Whereas the inqairj after tmih in ooarto of jastice fa often 
obstmcted by incapacitiea created by the present law, and U is 
desirable thai full in/ermaUon as io the faeis in iaue, both in 
criminal and civil cases, should be laid before the persons who are 
appomUd to decide upon them, and that snch persons shonld exer- 
cise their jadgment on the credit of the witnesses addnoed, and on 
the tmth of their testimony.'' 

By this statute the axe was laid to the root of the tree^ and 
the rule was abolished in the case of all witnesses who were 
not in effect parties to the cause^ or their wives or husbands. 
In 1850, Lord Brougham carried his famous Evidence Act,* 
by which he emancipated the testimony of the parties to the 
suit. Following up these victories in 1853, the veteran leader, 
with his Evidence Amendment Act of that year,t invaded 
the sanctity of British homes, by allowing husbands and 
wives to testify for each other in civil cases, if thejr chose. 
The paradise of common sense has so far been reached ; but 
snarling at its gate was a triple-headed Cerberus, for whom 
medicated cakes, in the form of three exceptions, were deemed 
expedient. 

The framers of these enabling statutes, to secure their passing, 
were obliged to leave untouched three cases of disability, and 
the Matrimonial Court has decided that it is bound by the one 
which applies to causes tried before it. The cases are — 1. 
Parties to actions for breach of promise of marriage. 2. 
« Married persons in criminal proceedings, brought against either 
of them. 3. Married persons and parties to the suit in pro- 
ceedings instituted in consequence of adultery. It is manifest 
these exclusions all directly violate the great principle 
announced in Lord Denman's preamble, declaring it desirable 
that full information on the facts in issue should be laid before 
the persons appointed to decide upon them. 

As to the case of Breach of Promise, surely it is emphatically 
the form of action in which the actors should personally appear 

♦ 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, t 16 & 17 Vict. c. 83. 
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OB the iCMa* I deaignedly use a stage metaphor^ for luuaUy in 
these trials courts assume the aspect of a theatre. Stage 
^Eect is, perhaps, iu some degree pardonable in the conductors 
U these melodramas and high comedies; but except it be for 
the ptirpose of [making this essential, I cannot understand why 
the rale <d excluding the testinumy of the parties should here 
existy The inured plaintiff can neither describe her feelings 
nor detail her injuries herself, so her ardent counsellor does 
this for her. Fearless of sober fact interfering to cast its wet 
blanket on his burning rhetoric; undeterred by any apprehen«- 
flion that former lore passages, elicited on cross-examination, 
may whibit his fair client as a more experienced personage 
than a novelist would choose for heroine ; knowing that the 
deeply iigured lady can only sit in court, like Niobe, all tears, 
he flings the reins to gallantry, and dashes across the field of 
fiction. As no concrete plaintiff is to appear, he produces a 
speeimen of abstract womanhood, clothes it with all feminine 
Tirtues oi nature and accomplishment, decking it like the lay 
figures in the court milliners, whose cane bosoms and steel 
hearts are concealed in all the trickery of lace and moire ; 
snd as his plaintiff is set forward a fictitious angel, a deserted 
Ariadne, fit mate for a demigod^ so is the defendant in] his 
hands a fictitious demon. Let me illustrate this by reference to 
the worid-known trial, not less perfect for its infinite fun, than 
for its faithful satire of injustice in the name of justice. Who 
that knows as we do (what the jury who decided his cause 
never were allowed to know) the real character of the dear old 
Mr. Pickwick, can endure with greater patience than that 
immortal defendant himself the apostrophe of Serjeant Buzfuz 
** Of this man Pickwick I will say little. The subject has but 
few attractions, and I, gentlemen, am not the man, nor are you, 
gentlemen, the men to delight in the contemplation of revolt- 
ing heartiessness and of systematic villany." But the danger 
is not merely of hyperbole, unchecked and operative in results; 
from the very nature of the action it is (me in which the ex» 
elusion of the parties may exclude the oply witnesses of the 
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truth. When there are no written records of the truth, then 
must the best evidence of the promise rest in the hearts of the 
persons who gave and accepted it. These bargains are not 
usually made in market overt^ before witnesses^ when the 
proposal is a whisper and the acceptance a sigh, and the 
contract seal is redder and softer than sealing-wax ; and perhaps 
the cruellest of all these perfidies are those when the silent 
stars alone were witnesses of the consensus animorum. I have 
been in two cases of this kind in which the defendant put the 
plaintiff on proof that any promise had been given ; in one of 
them we failed solely in consequence of our inability to 
examine either plaintiff or defendant. £ say either^ because 
we were quite confident the defendant would never have 
resisted the action at all, but that he knew he had never com^ 
mitted love with his pen, and that he could not himself be 
called to own the soft impeachment on his oath. In the other 
an unexampled scene was witnessed. The counsel on each 
side consented (as I have never seen done before or afterwards), 
that our respective clients, contrary to the law, should be 
examined. The defendant was an elderly bachelor; he ad- 
mitted to sixty. In his examination in chief, he swore with 
great emphasis and some gesticulation — " A' never kep 
company with her, and a' swear a' never paid her any 
attentions ! " He was very sturdy, and the jury began to 
look doubtfully towards the plaintiff and her case. In cross^ 
examination the first question asked was — ^^ Mr. H., did you 
ever kiss the plaintiff? " No one who saw it will forget the 
comicality of the face when this question was asked him. No 
reply. Question repeated. A pause of fully sixty seconds in 
a breathless court, broken by the witness in a voice of in- 
describable slyness — '^ My Lord, am I bound to answer that 
question?" '^ Solvuntur risu toJMte"— and the plaintiff had 
her verdict. But, more graphically than in any instance of my 
own experience, we have, in the great leading case of Bardell 
V. Pickwicky an illustration of the many-side^ injustice of this 
exclusion. The only real depositaries of the truth, Mr. Pickwick 
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and Mrs. Bardell^ were oat of the questioa, so, as jou remember^ 
the evidence against the defendant was the description by 
third persons of the scene when that plump lady had fallen 
into the good man's arms. The cause of her emotion was a 
question of Mr. P. *' Mrs. Bardell, do 70U think it a much 
greater expense to keep two people than one/' which she 
understood for a proposal; but which the defendant, if allowed 
to explain to court and jury, would have shown referred to his 
intention of hiring Mr. Weller. And I may sum up my argu- 
ment by asking my readers to conclude with me that had the 
parties been examined, the verdict would have been the other 
way, and the speculation of those friends of humanity, Dodson 
and Fogg, have proved a failure. 

As to the second exception, which incapacitates married 
persons as witnesses for or against each other in all criminal 
cases, I am at a loss to see why it should survive the repeal of 
the rule as to civil causes. When we recollect the habitual 
companionship which matrimony in fact necessitates, we have 
no difficulty in conceiving the numberless occasions in which 
the husband and wife must be the sole spectators or ear wit- 
nesses of things, the subject of inquiry in courts of justice. 
This experience led to the alteration of the law in non-criminal 
proceedings, but the self-same experience points to the 
numerous criminal trials in which the exclusion has worked, 
or may work, flagrant wrong. Given any circumstance of 
which you are simply told that a husband or wife, and one 
second person, were sole witnesses, and asked to guess who 
that other was, the doctrine of chance tells you the odds will 
be largely that the second witness was the wife or husband of 
the first* Suppose a married couple to be travelling. In the 
railway carriage the husband is pillaged by a gang of those 
industrious gentry who voyage nowadays with dresses and 
addresses so superior to their honest neighbours. The train 
stops, and the fashionable brigands, to forestal prosecution, give 
their victim into custody. His mouth is closed because he is 
the accused, and his only witness is compelled to equal silence 
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because she is his interested wife. Precisely analogous 
occasions may occur under the roof of any home. However 
suspicious the defence of an alibi may be, we know the greatest 
judges have justified Mr. Weller senior's opinion of its potency^ 
for, if true, it is the most conclusive defence of all, and, when 
true, can often be only proved by the prisoner's wife. Indeed, 
a man can give no greater evidence of his innocence than to 
pass his time tite^-tite with his partner. I will not multiply 
instances; but the present disgeared working of this rale 
seems to complete the argument for its abolishment. The very 
same cause of complaint may, in a variety of cases, be the 
stibject either of a criminal or civil proceeding. Assaults, 
libels, misdemeanours as to money or pifop^y, may often be 
indifferently complained (rf in an action f ot damages Or & pfbSe- 
cution. In the one court the wife may testify, in the other 
she mtlst not, yet every one knows the prindlive consequences 
of a civil verdict may often heavily outweigh a judge's sentence* 
I do not propose that a wife or falisband should be compelled to 
testify against each other* In this I would leave the law as it 
stands, and so preserve the righteous policy which keeps saoied 
the ccmfldence of married life. 

This brings me to the third exception by winch tlie t)arties 
Interested In proceedings taken in consequence of conjugal in*- 
fidelity are held incompetent witnesses* 

Little consideration suffices to show that this is the case in 
wiiich the exclusion may work the crtiellest wrong. Here 
the incompetent witnesses must always have the surest ldK>w- 
ledge on the question in issue. When the chaige is fake from 
mistake or concoction, they must frequently be the only wit^ 
hesses qualified by certain knowledge to prote the tmtL 
They are always the persons most vitaUy interested in the 
etent^ and have therefore in natural justice the highest right 
to be heard in explanation of ambiguous £ftctsf alleged against 
them* What more tyrannical injustice than to threaten the 
status, fame, and destiny of a fellow subject with living misery, 
and ever living disgrace by evidence that he or she in some 
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careless hoar has been heard to speak in such and such a way, 
and to refuse the threatened one to appear and show with the 
simple conclosiyeness of truth that the conduct suspicious or 
seemiiiglj conyicting, was not merely ambiguous but innocent. 
Here, as in almost all questions which touch the deeper inter- 
ests of men and women^ we can find in the great dramatist our 
aptest illustration of the argument. Take that, perhaps greatest^ 
story ever told in which Shakespeare makes a charge of con- 
jugal infidelity the theme of his master treatment. Who has 
not stood in tears by Desdemona's conchy lying in her white 
beauty^ yielding her pure life^ sweet as the perfume of 
(ffiished yiolets^ to the hands of her loving murderer? Who 
has not beheld with more awe-struck pity the infinite despair 
of him — 

"That loved not wisely, bat too well; 

'' Of one not easily jealons, but being Wronghti 

^" Perplexed in the extreme ; of one whose hand, 

" Like the base Jndean, threir a pearl away 

'* tticher l^an all his tribe ; of one whose subdued eyes, 

*' Albeit unused to the melting mood, 

"Drop tears as fast as the Arabian trees 

'^ Their medicinal gum." 

Have your captive sympathies, aa they beheld the deluge 
of tragedy pouring upon the world around Othello, ever 
flowed you to reflect on the evidence which drove him to let 
loose its floods ? He had made himself the tribunal in this 
proceeding instituted in consequence of adultery. What evi- 
dence did he admit? The demi-devil lago, recounting con^ 
Tersations he had with Cassio; some expression of Casaio over* 
heatd and wholly misinterpret^ ; and the circumstantial cor- 
^beration of the handkerchief. What Evidence did he reject? 
Desdemena^ fairest personation yet created by idealizing 
power of truth and chastity, fulfilling all conditions of the 
pedant canon— having surest knowledge of tiie truth, and 
yearning most to speak it. She tenders her testimony and 
^era the corroboration of the co-accused, " No by my life 
<^&d ao«il, eend for the man and ask him I" But had Othello 
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been an English lawyer he could not have acted more in 
accordance with the English Law, They were the respon- 
dents. They must not be heard : — 

**For to deny each article with oath 

** Cannot remove or choke the strong conception 

" That I do groan withal." 

Cassio, an embodiment of bluff integrity, is rejected, and 
yet his explanation of that obscure language which to Othello 
brought conviction of guilt, would have carried instant convic- 
tion of innocence, and of lago's demi-devilry ; and the con- 
clusive evidence of the handkerchief (become light as its own 
cambric web) would have blown away before the breathing of 
a few simple words. There was one other witness — ^Emilia, 
the faith- worthy friend, who had never left her mistress' side in 
all the period through which the accusation reached. Her 
corroboration as to the handkerchief, heard, alas, too late, did, 
in fact, convince when all was over ; but, quite rightly, would 
our jurists say, her testimony was rejected, for was she not a 
married woman, and would not her testimony go to convict her 
husband of perjury and conspiracy ; therefore she never would 
tell the truth. And yet Emilia is ^the first boldly to confront 
her lord, and in the name of justice to brand him as a ^^ most 
pernicious caitiff." Thus gigantic sorrow ia wrought simply 
because this inquiry is conducted on strict principles of English 
jurisprudence. Vet Shakspeare intended to describe, not the ac- 
tion of truth-searching sagacity, but of jealousy driven frantic by 
infamous fraud, to which trifles light as air were confirmations 
strongasproof of Holy Writ. And, in his other play, which turns 
on a Kke narrative of marital suspicion — *^ The Winters' Tale" — 
King Leoiia:^ betrays to assassination his friend and guest, 
oon^igu? to sixteen years of mutual banishment himself and 
quetiif '' thai dearest, sweetest creature/ casting forth to crows 
hid baby daughter, because in the madness of his jaundiced 
Imicy he h^ji^ determined to act alone on the circumstantial 
tvkici^ti ot doubtful words and gestures, and to shut his ears 
to llie deo^b oi PoUxenes and Hennione^ They were interes- 
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ted witnesses^ yet their testimony^ if lUtened to^ would ha^e^ 

dissipated his doubts. AndJ here also the procedure of IttM^ • 
common law was insensibly adopted^ not by judicial foresigfitV^ - 
but, as the poet tells us, by ^^ Tyranny together working w^tb' 
his jealousies.^* Both these plays also strikingly illustrate the ' 
fallacy of assuming that interested evidence will be received a^/ 
disinterested. Desdemona and Hermione both protested, and 
in vain. Hermione thus clearly expresses the intrinsic weak* 
ness of interested evidence in the abstract :— • 

'* Since what I am to say most be bnt that 
Which contradicts my accusation, and 
The testimony on my part no other 
Bnt what comes from myself, it shall scarce boot me 
To say— Not Gniltjr." 

The testimony carried this intrinsic weakness, though, if tried 
and compared by the ordinary tests, it would have been con«* 
elusive. 

In justification of retaining the exclusion in this form of 
action, it has been observed on high authority, that in such 
cases the tendency to perjury is almost irresistible ; but so far 
as this refers to perjury in self-exculpation, the objection is 
precisely the same in all cases where persons are permitted to 
testify in furtherance of their deepest interests ; and though, 
no doubt, the tendency to perjure in exculpation of the co* 
accused is different in kind, it is manifest that here also the 
objection goes to the weight and not to the admission of the 
evidence. In tracing the origin of this exception, I incline to 
attribute it to a passage in Lord Denman's speech for Queen 
Caroline, in which he justified the course taken by her counsel 
in omitting to call Bergami; and yet from that passage it 
appears that by the law of Parliament they might have pro* 
duced Bergami had they thought right, and therefore Lord 
Denman's remarks only go to show the weakness of such testi* 
mony, and not its illegality. Further, this less selfish bias to 
conceal the truth is such as must occur in numberless cases as 
the law now stands. I recollect hearing of a casd tried in 

VOL, XXIV. — NO. XLVIII. Q 
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Galway some years since^ in which a person^ whom I will call 
Jeremiah SuUiyan^ was asked if he had been guiltj of impro* 
priety with the plaintiff's daughtar^ whose character was 
assailed by the defence. ** Upon mjT oath/' said Jerry to the 
examining oounseU ^ I never waSj> and upon my oath if I wfts 
I'd give yon the very same answer ;" on which the plaintiff's 
counsel obiterved in reply^ that ^ thoi^h the witness was plaia 
Jer^niah SnUiTan^ he was one of nature'^ gentlemes)." Trials 
of this kind are certainly oftentimes worth little, but /or that 
i)ery reason they are comparatively harmless when untrue, 
whereas when true they would frequently carry with them the 
internal indicia which truA, diose]^ ejuaaodnedA il larriy found 
to want. 

But to any reasoning in favour of tbfe exc^Mion there 
is one answer^ which seenM to me unttunrefable> a»d which 
I discorded in the ease neatiomed m the optNuing (rf thk 
paper. In the difficulty before described^ we were asked if we 
could devise no means by which our di^t shwld have an 
Dj^p^tunity of olearii^ himself on oatk After ooasideratioQ 
this expedient was adopted. We eoHopaenced an action for 
slander at our defea&ait's suit against tiMi jdaintiff in the 
first action. The slander alleged was the accusation, the 
S4%bject of that suit. We lugtew no techidedl defence dared be 
taken in our new proceedings and, in fact, defence was taken 
justifying the slander on the ground of truth. Tke two causes* 
proceeded iqiaee, to be tried in the saaie court, before the same 
jttdge^ probably before the same jury, the same question, viz«. 
the; guilt of our dient, b^ag the sole issue triable in eac^ 
But with this startling anomaly, that in the first action neither 
of the aee«sed could be a witness, whilst in our action both o£ 
them assuredly would. This stratagem, if it is to be called 
one^ was completely sue^essfuL The earnest of innocence ear 
course had indicated led te a calm Te^onsideration el the 
original charge ; its groundleseftess wiis nuade apparent, scandal 
and misery averted, and happiness restoired. But what more 
complete 'exemplification of the anomaly and injustice of the 
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rule Cdn be glven^ than the reflection that the same jury might 
have been forced on their oaths to find guilty in the one case 
from absence of eyidencCj and in the next hour to acquit on 
the self-same issue when the excluded testimony was before 
them. 

It will be remarked that I have said nothing here on the 
great lubject so often mooted, whether prisoners should be 
aUowed to give evidence in their own behalf. For my own 
part I have Uttle doabt aa to how this question ought to be, 
and ultimately will be, decided But it is> doabtlessj^ open to 
grave difficulties, requiring separate and substantive treatment. 

Perhaps some apology may be due for the narrower reach of 
my subject, but it seemed to me that he who aims at a practical 
result should, if possible, wnte not wholly as a theorist, but 
with views and convictions in some degree founded on his own 
dzpevtence ol tibtose systems in their present working, in which 
he would suggest amendment. And, after all, no subject can 
be deemed too minute or technical, the discussion of which 
mKf oonduee, eveft in little, to the triumph of truth over false- 
hood, of right ever wnmg. Should the consequence of the 
ehange f (mt which I have contended be to remove some of the 
shadkles that still fetter the free action of the justice of our 
eeontry ; to lessen, even for a few litigants, some of that delay, 
vexation, and expense which oxir philosophers have deplored, 
sad emr grmt poet hu placed prominent among the several ills 
wl^h flesh is heir to, — to aid in the establishment for our 
courts of judicature, free trade in truth, — the advocate, how- 
ever unsuccessful,' will have been justified in his selection. 
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Art. IV.— PARLIAMENTAKY GOVERNMENT IN 
ENGLAND. 

On Parliamentary Government in England; its Origin, 
Development, and Practical Operation. By Alpheus Todd, 
Librarian of the Legislative Assembly of Toronto. In 2 Vola. 
Vol. 1* London : Longman & Co., 1867. 

AT no period could the appearance of a work on parlia- 
mentary government in England have been more 
opportune than at the present time. The changes which have 
taken place in our electoral system must unquestionably pro- 
duce, sooner or later, important results affecting the character 
of the House of Commons, and of the entire legislature. No 
one having any claim to be considered a political prophet has 
as yet ventured to predict what those results will be; but 
amongst thinking men, in general, there is a strong though 
undefined feeling that, whether for good or for evil, the changes 
that await us are likely to be momentous in so far as legislation 
is concerned, and that, in all probability, our system of parlia- 
mentary government will be subjected to a severe trial. Of 
course it is possible that notwithstanding any changes in our 
legislation and national policy, our method of parliamentary 
government may remain unaffected — ^that we may become 
more democratic, but still adhere to our old constitutional 
principles and practice. But there is no certainty that this 
will be the case ; on the contrary, there is every reason to 
expect an] opposite result. The manner in which the Reform 
Act of last session was carried through Parliament by the 
Ministry, was something entirely new and imheard of. It 
would appear as if the axe had even now been laid to the root 
bf the old system, and a new mode of government had been 
already inaugurated* How far such a change may be safe and 
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convenient^ is a question on which a good deal may be said on 
both sidesj and we hope to have an early opportunity of enter- 
ing on the consideration of this most important matter^ and of 
endeavouring to estimate fairly the probabilities of the future. 
Meanwhile^ we have to deal with the portion of Mr. Todd's 
work now before us, in which the relation between the Execu- 
tive Government and Parliament is stated and illustrated with 
great ability and learning. From the author's connexion with 
the legislature of the two Canadas, his attention had been for 
many years directed to the various proceedings connected with 
parliamentary government. Having been frequently con- 
suited^ from his position as one of the librarians of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Canada, on questions relating to this 
subject^ and having in this way accumulated extensive 
materials, he has been induced to undertake the composition 
of the present work. Whatever disadvantage Mr. Todd may 
have laboured under from his residence at a distance from the 
deat of the British legislature, his industry and research have 
supplied him with the most extensive and accurate information 
respecting our parliamentary system, while his thorough grasp 
of the "appropriate ideas" on this matter has enabled him 
to apply his vast knowledge with ease and effect to the eluci- 
dation of the important subject of which he treats. His views 
are obviously those of a constitutional Whig ; but he shows no 
trace of party spirit, and both in defining the principles of 
parliamentary government and in reporting the diflferent pro- 
ceedings by which those principles have been illustrated, he 
never exposes himself to the slightest charge of deviating from 
the most perfect fairness and exactness of statement. Some, 
indeed, may think that his estimate of the system is too high, 
and that his views are rather narrow and exclusive ; but no 
one will question the sincerity of his convictions and his 
scrupulous regard to truth. Whether that system is to 
remain in its present condition or is to undergo considerable 
alteration, if not an entire revolution, the present work will 
uWays have a high value, as a well-arranged and trustworthy 
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record of the origiif^ dcTelopmeat, and practical Operation of 
parliamentary govemment in England up to the present time. 

It is justly observed by Mr. Todd in his preface that no 
work on the British Constitution has supplied ^' the particular 
information required to elucidate the working of ^ responsible * 
OS ' parliamentary ' government/ and that ^^ all preceding 
writers on this subject have confined themselves to the pre* 
sentation of an outside view, or general outline^ of the poli^ 
tical system of England." The theory of the Constitution^ as 
expounded by Blackstone and De Lolme, and other writers of 
a later date^ rests on the basis that the sole executive authority 
is possessed by the Sovereign, and that the legislative autho- 
rity is divided between the Sovereign, the House of Lords, and 
the House of Commons. This was no doubt the doctrine and 
usage of the Constitution which prevailed before the era of 
parliamentary government, and it is still the correct legal 
statement of the fundamental principles of our constitutional 
system. But during the last hundred and fifty years the mode 
in which these principles operate has been entirely changed. 
The exercise of every branch of the royal prerogative is criti- 
cized without restraint in both Houses of Parliament, but the 
Commons have not put in force the right to withhold supplies 
since the Kevolution of 1688. The Crown has not exercised 
its veto on measures which have received the sanction of the 
two Houses of Parliament since the reign of Queen Anne, and 
all important legislative measures are now submitted to Par- 
liament by the Ministers of the Crown, with the express autho- 
rity of the Sovereign ; and it is a recognized function of the Mi- 
nisters to undertake the oversight and direction of the public 
legislation of the country, and to guide and control the two 
Houses of Parliament with respect to every measure which the 
Cabinet has agreed to introduce. 

The last session of Parliament, however, has witnessed a 
remarkable change in the manner in which Ministers have pro- 
ceeded with respect to a measure introduced by themselves, 
and whether this was a mere exceptional instance, or the be- 
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gimung ol a new order of things, remains to be seen. But up 
to tliat time the praotiee had been^ as we have stated abore^ 
sad die gon^nd result <^ the modern system was 8uch> that the 
legislative and executive powers of the Constitution had been 
able to work haroHmiously together, and thai the ooniiets 
iriiich formeriy arose between them had been entirely un- 
known. The forms of the anoient Constitution had remained 
imchanged, but die mode of action of its forces had undergone 
oomptete alteration. Mr. Todd has stated this in a very able 
and lucid manner, and he adds : — 

''This wide discrepancy between theory and practicsi between 
the ordinary functions of the severd branches of the legislature as 
defined in our old constitutional text-books, and tlie modern usages 
in respect thereto, affords unmistakable proof that the Constitution 
itself has really undergone a material alteration within the last 150 
years, albeit these changes, for the most part, have been unnoticed by 
political writers. Formerly, the obsolete privileges above enumerated 
were regarded as so many proofs of an advanced system of ' checks * 
and 'balances of power* whereby the different parts of our complect 
political system were maintained in equipoise. They now remain as 
mere indications of ancient landmarks, which have ceased to be 
effectual restraints in the existing development of our Constitution.**-* 
Vd. i. p. 6. 

The essential character of the change which has been effected 
in the working of the English Constitution consists in the trans- 
ference of the force of the State from the Crown to tho House 
of Commons. The influence of the Crown and of the Peerage 
is exerted in the House of Commons directlyi as Mr. Todd 
8tates> by means of those members who obtain seats for the 
express purpose of supporting that influence, and indirectly, 
we may add, by means of the general impression in favour of 
the existing state of things, which is of powerful effect in 
English society, and to which our parliamentary representa- 
tives are subject no less than the rest of the commuoity, Thus 
the three co-equal elements of the constitution, the monarehyi 
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the aristocracy, and the commonalty, have been, as Mr. Todd 
says, ^^ effectually, if not formally, incorporated into the Com- 
mons' House of Parliament." The first great step in effecting 
this result was the introduction of the Ministers of the Sove- 
reign into Parliament, which took place in the reign of 
William IIL, for the avowed purpose of explaining, defending, 
and carrying into effect the measures of Government, whereby 
the monarchical element made itself felt in the House of Com- 
mons. The direct influence of the hereditary aristocracy was 
produced by the means which they and the holders of landed 
property possessed of influencing the smaller constituencies in 
returning representatives to Parliament. The Reform Act of 
1832, although it disturbed, did not essentially alter^ this state 
of matters, and all the elements of the constitution have, up 
to the present time, continued to work together in the House 
of Commons. 

But Mr. Todd is strongly of opinion that this system will be 
jeopardized by further democratic reform, and that " the pre- 
servation of the English constitution, in its integrity, will 
entirely depend upon the principle on which the forthcoming 
Eeform Bill shall be based." This was written before the 
session of 1867, and it is just possible that Mr. Todd may 
consider the scheme of parliamentary reform which has now 
become the law of the land, as many of its supporters do, as an 
eminently Conservative measure. But for the present we 
waive this question and all others of a speculative character, 
and shall confine our attention to what gives its value to the 
present work, viz. the explanation of the operation of parlia- 
mentary government. 

Having considered, in a preliminary chapter, the general 
character of parliamentary government in England, and the 
chief points of contrast between our modem political institu- 
tions and those which were in operation prior to 1688, Mr. 
Todd introduces the more practical part of his treatise by an 
outline of the leading events in English history which elucidate 
the origin and progress of our present political system, and 
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by a summary of the constitutional history of the succes-, "' '^. ^ 
give administrations of England from 1782 down to the present ^ / ^ ^ ' 
time. The author then treats of the position of the Sovereign 
in relation to parliamentary government, the responsibility 
of Ministers^ the right of the Sovereign to select the Ministers 
of State^ the proceedings on the formation of a new Cabinet^ 
the mode of communication between the Sovereign and the 
Ministry^ &c. In the chapter on ** The Boyal Prerogative in 
connexion with Parliament/' which forms the larger portion 
of the present volume, Mr. Todd investigates the prerogative 
from a constitutional point of view, in reference more par- 
ticnlarly to the control of Parliament over the exercise of the 
same by the Ministers of the Sovereign. He examines in detail 
the leading prerogatives of the Crown which are now exercised 
upon the advice of responsible Ministers, and points out the 
authority of Parliament in ^relation to such prerogatives so 
exercised. After defining the limits of parliamentary super- 
vision and control in respect of the several branches of the 
prerogative he adds in connexion with each a selection of 
precedents in illustration of the views stated in the text. 
These precedents are well selected, and form a most valu- 
able portion of the work, not only as showing the sound- 
ness of the statements of the author on the different matters 
connected with the subject of which he treats, but as af- 
fording a most useful and compendious digest of cases re- 
lating to the authority of Parliament with reference to the pre- 
rogative as exercised by Ministers. By these cases the working 
of our parliamentary system is clearly illustrated, as they re- 
late to all the essential matters that come within the functions 
of Parliament as part of the governing system of the country, 
and show both what those functions are and the limitations to 
which they are subject. 

From the great extent and variety of the questions treated 
of by Mr. Todd in connexion with this subject, it is impossible 
for us within any reasonable limits to give a summary of the 
valuable and interesting information which this part of his 
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w<Hk containfl. All that k pnietioable lor us at preeent is to 
eelect a few of the matters dlscused hj hioiy as important in 
themselves, and as iUostnUiTe of his mode of treating the 
different questions idiich his work onbraoes. 

The first sabject discussed is, the rektioii of Parliament to 
the prer(^;atiye which concerns the general eiEeentiire antbority 
oi the Crown in the administration of pablio affiurs* This pre- 
rogative may be considered as including, in a certain senae^ 
ey^ryother^ and the remarks of the sntiior with reference 
thereto, and the authorities cited, are aooofdingly of general 
application, and have reference to any question that may arise 
out of the Gonstituti<mal relntions between the Grown and 
Parliament. The great principle which gOTCins the relationa 
between the Crown and Parliament in matters of administra- 
tion \b9 that Parliament may approach the Sovereign with 
advice or r^nonstrance upon all affairs of state* and in regard 
to any grievance under which any subject of the realm maj be 
suffering. But as the true responsibility of Ministers depends 
upon their freedom in exercising the la¥rf ul authority of the 
Crown, it is essential that they should be maintained by a 
predominant party in the legislature^ who are prepared, on 
general grounds of public policy, to approve their acts, and 
support their measures. Under ordinary circumstances* the 
opinions of either House of Parliament are thus constitutionally 
expressed by the degree of support they afford to Ministers in 
the conduct of the Government, and it is^ inexpedient and 
unwise, therefore, as a general rule* to interfere with their 
decisions as to the details of administration) except in cases of 
manifest neglect or misconduct. These views are supported by 
the authority of Burke* Pitt* and Fox* and of Lord Derby* 
Lord Bussell* Lord Palmerston* and Mr. Oobden ; and then 
we have a long series of precedents in illustration of the doc- 
trine stated by the author, the last being the resolution carried 
in the House of Commons* upon division* against the Govern- 
ment, relating to the plans for the Palace of Justice. 

After having thus stated and illustrated the general principles 
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wUch goveni tbe reUtioiw betwden Ministers and Parliament^ 
Mr. Todd proceeds to explain the practice of Parliament in the 
a{^Qiatment of select committees to inquire into administratiYe 
questions ; the practice with regard to the granting or with* 
holding, by the ezecutiYe, of information desired hj either 
House of Parliament; and the circumstances which may re- 
quire the interposition of Parliament to restrain the illegal 
exerdse of executive authority, in relation to Orders in Council 
and Boyal Prodamalions^ Minutes of Committees of Council, 
and other departmental regulations, contracts entered into by 
public departments^and illegal or oppressive acts by individual 
miniBters# On all these matters the author supplies us with 
much valuaUe information, and his views throughout are sound 
and constitulaonaL In all these cases, it may be observed^ 
there are limitations to the power of Parliament, but those Irmi- 
tations are only such as the necessary conditions of an executive 
Groyernment, situated as ours is, must impose. 

We pass over what is said as to the prerogative of the 
Crown in matters ecclesiastical, and in respect to the army and 
navy. The observations on the prerogative of pardoning 
offenders can only detain us for a short space. While it is 
admitted that Parliament is fully entitled to express its opinion 
on the exercise of this prerogative, it can only be in excep- 
tional and extraordinary circumstances that its direct inter- 
ference is justifiable, and such is the general feeling in the 
House of Commons. Even when questions are put to the 
Government as to tliis matter, they exercise their own dis- 
cretion as to whether they deem it expedient to reply to such 
questions or not. It is obvious that there is scarcely any 
matter within the jurisdiction of Parliament in which it is less 
desirable, in <»rdinary circumstances, that it should interfere 
with the executive than the execution of the sentence of the 
law on criminals. Whatever may be the objection to the 
Home Office as a Court of Criminal Appeal, it would be infi- 
nitely stronger to the House of Commons acting in that capa- 
city. In the former, there is the possibility at least of some- 
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thing approacliiiig to judicial calmness and impartiality; in tlie 
latter^ it would be in vain to expect any such qualities. It is 
to be hoped, therefore, that Parliament will continue to foUow 
the course which it has hitherto adopted in declining this 
function. 

The next matter treated of is the royal prerogative in the 
administration of justice. In the official report of the Liords^ 
proceedings on the trial of Mr. Hastings, drawn up by Burke, 
it is claimed for the Commons of Great Britain in Parliament 
assembled that it is *^ one of their principal duties and functions 
to be obse.rvant of the courts of justice, and to take due care 
that none of them, from the lowest to the highest, shall pursue 
new courses, unknown to the laws and constitution of this 
kingdom, or to equity, sound legal policy, or substantial jus- 
tice." Express power is given to the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment, by the 12 & 13 William III., c. 2, and 1 George III., 
c. 23. to address the Crown for the removal of judges from 
office, who are otherwise declared to be irremovable. But, 
to prevent undue encroachment on the Independence of the 
judicial office. Parliament has prescribed practically certain 
limitations in the exercise of this high function. No charges 
can be entertained against any one, except on some distinct 
and definite ground. The charges preferred should be sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the House in writing, that full 
and sufficient opportunity may be afforded for the person com- 
plained of to meet the accusation against him. It is irregular 
to bring before Parliament any matters which are undergoing 
judicial investigation or are about to be submitted to courts of 
law. Complaints to Parliament in respect to the conduct of 
the judiciary in the decisions of courts of justice should not be 
lightly entertained, and Parliament will only interpose, as 
stated by Lord Palmerston, in cases of " such gross perversion 
of the law, either by intention, corruption, or incapacity, as 
make it necessary for the House to exercise the power vested 
in it of advising the Crown for the removal of the judge," 
But Parliament has a right to demand full information upon 
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all matters affecting the administration of justice^ and papers 
on this subject) when moved for, are usually granted as a 
matter of course. It is not, however, the practice of either 
House, as a general rule, to ask for copies of legal opinions 
given by the law officers of the Crown to the executive 
government, nor is it customary for Grovemment to lay them 
before Parliament should they be asked for. They are con- 
sidered as confidential communications. The same rule applies 
to commimications between law officers of the Crown respect- 
ing particular trials, to the judges' notes taken at a trial, and to 
coroners' notes. 

When it is shown from circumstances afterwards brought to 
light that an innocent person has been unfortunately convicted, 
the Government are bound to afford every facility to enable 
such person to re-establish his innocence, but the principle has 
never been acknowledged that he is entitled to clum pecuniary 
compensation either from the Government or from Parliament. 
The two recent cases of Mr. W. H. Barber and Mr. W. 
Bewicke are not in reality adverse to this view, as the former 
was considered at the time as one of extraordinary hardship, 
and in the latter the committee refused to award anything to 
Mr. Bewicke for the miscarriage of justice in his case, as they 
did not consider such to have arisen through the default of the 
persons engaged in the administration of the law, and they also 
declared their inability to accede to the proposition, that per- 
sons who have been convicted in due course of law by evidence 
subsequently proved to be false, are entitled to compensation 
out of the public purse. As, however, Mr. Bewicke's pro* 
perty had been forfeited on his conviction for felony, and the 
produce, which was below its real value, had been handed over 
to him after his pardon without any further compensation, the 
committee suggested, for the favourable consideration of the 
Crown, whether the full value of such property at the time of 
such forfeiture should not be restored to Mr. Bewicke, miniLs 
the net produce of the sale already paid over to him. 

The true rule, we submit, would seem to be that when an 



238 Parliamentary GoverumevU in England. 

umocent person has be^ oonticted througb the d^ult ol 
those charged with the administratiim of the law be ought to 
receiye compensation, but that when such perscm has bees eon- 
dieted in due course of law by evidence which is afterwards 
found to be false, he is not so entitled* Government doea not 
guarantee the credit of witnesses and the imtelligence of juries 
in criminal more than in civil triak ; and where a nuscarriage 
of justice takw place in any prosecution fr<Hn a defect in either 
of thfiSQ respects, all that public duty requires is the pardon oi 
the person unjustly convicted, with fuU restitution of any pro- 
perty forfeited to the Crown. 

With respect to tl»t branch of tibe r<^ prerogative which 
regards the Sovereign as the f ountiun of honour^ no inter£mrence 
by either House oi Parliunent should ordinarily take place, 
although exceptions may arise which would justify th^ advice 
and reccmunendatton in regard to the exerdse of this preroga- 
tive. In the granting of charters to corpcnratmns, the prcfo^ 
gative in former times was of very wide extent, and impiiied a& 
absolute legislative power on the part of the Crown, but the 
progress of our political institutions has gradually restraizied its 
aothcHity in this particular within recognized limits, and now 
no diarter conferring political power or franchises in Qreat 
Britain or her colonies can be granted by the Crown without 
the concurrence of Parliament. In r^pect to pubUe officers ; 
in the creation of offices, in the appointment to offices, in tiie 
control of persons in public employ, and in the remuneration 
of such persons. Parliament exercises authority. Although the 
Sovereign may create new offices, yet he cannot crei^ them 
with new fees annexed to them, noir annex new feea to old 
offices, near grant andent offices in ether mamter and form than 
hai been usual^nor create an office tiiat is iaconsistettt with the 
Constitution, or prejudicial to tiie subject, nor gnmt a judical 
office for a term of years or in reversion. In the appcdntowiit 
to offices^ if the person appointed be qualified for hiff post, it is 
acknowledged to be the privilege of the Administration to give 
the preference to their political friends and supporters. But 
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to thiB there are numeroiis and important exceptional aa in the 
ohoroh, in the army and navj, and in judicial offioee. Touching 
the iaat Mr. Todd saya :-- 

<^ With the exception of the office of Lord Chancellor, which is 
political and nunisterialy and of the posts of Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas and of the Queen's Bench, which are nsually conferred 
upon the law officers of the Crown, no such principle would he per- 
mitted to prevail in England as tbat seats upon the Bench should he 
given to political partlzans. In Ireland, it is true, a greater laxity 
on this point has prevailed, and while the Derby administrations, in 
1852 and 1858, afforded examples of promotion from the Irish Bar 
of political opponents of the Oovemment, yet, no doubt, in Ireland 
promotions te the Bendk have been made in general, by both sides, on 
party grooods.'* Vol. i. p. 888. 

In all matters connected with public officers, where the office 
haft been legitimately created. Parliament has no right to inter- 
fere, except in cases of manifest abuse and corruption^ but 
when such arise they may institute investigations, declare their 
opixdon as to the manner in which the prerogative has been 
exttrcised^ and appeal to the Crown to redress the grievance, 
or proceed to remedy it themselves by an Act of legislation* 
Ajod it is agreeable to usage for inquiries of MinietdrSj or 
desultory conversations to take place, in reference to the 
appointment and control of office holders, in particular vor 
"stiH^cesw ^hen a direct motioji on the subject would be oI]9ec- 
tioiiaU(e» Various precedents^ serving to explain and confirm 
the statuments made by the author with respect to this matter, 
are given* These precedents show under what circumstaiice» 
pariiameintary interference writh thU branch of the prer<^4tive 
baa hitherto taken pbce. 

The great field, however, on which Parlitoient exercises its 
aatboa^ ia the laiportaAt matter ni supply and tazationi 
Oft this sul]rjec& there are many popular misconceptions, but 
the true doctrine may be thus briefly stated ; — The Crown ia 
<^iarged with the management of all the revenue of the country 
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and with all payments for the public service. It belongs to 
the Crown therefore to make known to the Commons the 
pecuniary necessities of the Government^ and the Commons 
grant such supplies as are required to satisfy these demands, 
and provide by taxes, and by the appropriation of other 
sources of the public income, the ways and means to meet the 
supplies which are granted by them. The Crown has no 
concern in the nature or distribution of taxes ; and the Com- 
mons do not vote money unless it be required by the Crown. 
The foundation of all parliamentary taxation is, its necessity for 
the public service, as declared by the Crown through its con- 
stitutional advisers. It is therefore a standing rule, that no 
money can be votedj^ by Parliament for any purposes whatso- 
ever, except at the demand and upon the responsibility of 
Ministers of the Crown. In like manner, any proposition for 
the levy of a new tax or duty, or even for the repeal of an 
existing import, shoidd emanate from the Government. Sub- 
ject, however, to these restrictions, the right of taxation and 
the granting supplies for the public service, belong" exclusively 
to Parliament, and in various cases the House of Commons has 
modified to some extent the financial propositions of the 
Government, although the rejection of the financial policy of 
an Administration has in certain circumstances been regarded 
by them as a token of their having forfeited the confidence of 
the House. 

The general rules above stated are those by which the 
House of Commons is guided in dealing with this important 
matter. The practice of the House in granting supplies and 
in the appropriation and control of the public expenditure, 
involves a variety of details which are explained with great 
clearness and accuracy by Mr. Todd. His account of parlia- 
mentary control over the issue and expenditure of public 
money contains a large amount of valuable information which is 
not to be found in a collected form in any other work. The re- 
spective functions of the Exchequer, the Treasury, the Board 
of Audit and the Standing Committee on Public Accounts 
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are fully described^ and the value of the diffeFent checks on 
improper expenditure which these supply is fairly estimated, 
but of course from the nature of the subject with which the 
author deals in this part of his work^ we are precluded from 
attempting to give any account of the important information 
which is there presented. 

Mr. Todd next proceeds to consider the control exercised 
by Parliament, in connexion with the branches of the pre- 
rogative wherein the Sovereign represents the State in its 
dealings with foreign nations. Under this head are compre- 
hended the right of declaring war and making peace, inter- 
course with foreign powers, the right of making treaties, and 
interference in the internal concerns of foreign nations. The 
limits of parliamentary interference with the exercise of the 
prerogative in each of these matters are briefly stated and 
illustrated by examples, according to the general plan of the 
work. We do not think it necessary to follow the author 
through this part of the subject, but shall content ourselves 
with quoting an important statement with respect to the right 
of the Crown to dispossess itself of territory, without the 
assent of Parliamentw The matter is not free from doubt^ 
and the doctrines which have been stated by high authorities 
have not been universally accepted. 

'' For a discussion of the question as to how far it is competent 
for the Crown to dispossess itself of any portion of its dominions 
without the assent of Parliament, see the debate on the Address 
moved in the House of Commons in relation to the Royal Proclama- 
tion issued in 1854, abandoning and renouncing all sovereignty over 
the Orange River territory, and its inhabitants. This question, so 
far as regards the right of the Crown to surrender to a foreign state 
a part of its territory, was supposed to have been settled in the 
affirmative on the authority of Lord Chancellor Thurlow, but Lord 
Campbell disputes the correctness of the dictum of his predecessor.* 
The point has again risen in reference to the Ionian Islands, and hiis 
been argued by Earl Grey in favour of the Crown, also by Lord 

* Campbell's Chancellors. Yol V. pp. 655-556. 
VOL. XXIV.— NO. XLVIII. R 
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Palm««toD, and Sir E. Palmer (Solicitor-General) to a aiiailar effect, 
with an exception in the ca«9 of newly discovered twitoriea wWcb 
hod been settled by Eritiah subjects, when the lawis of this country 
having been introduced therw, ^ «^flfiipn coitld not take place 
without the conseiMi of Parlian^ent» Or, in the pase of conquered 
or ceded countries, if Parliament had legislated ponp^rning them, the 
Solicitor-General w^ pf opinion tihat th§ concurrepce of Parliament 
might be nepessanr to their relinquishment." Vol 1. p,. 614, 

The general results of tlie iiKjuirjr as to the coutrol exer* 
cised by Parliament over the executive Government, have 
been very clearly sumnaed up by Mr. Todd in the concluding 
paragraph of the last chapter of the present volume. We 
give the following extract from it as distinctly setting forth 
the true nature and character of parliftmpntary government in 
England. 

*< We have nolf passed under review the principal Jjrerogatives of 
ttie Briti^ Crown, and hove endeavoured to point out, in the light 
of precedent, and wttk the he]|» of oeeogndsed anlhori^ in tibe inter- 
pretation ef oonstitalaonal fuestfoiiB, te prater functioos of Padia* 
ment 19 rehaion ttorela. We \m9% shown thM the ei^reise of tiMse 
prerf]@atiT^ hf» beeii ^tru^te^ by th9 u§i^ of the Conatitiitipn te 
the responsible Ministers of the Csown, tpb9 wiiedd^ ip ih% Ring's 
name and behalf for the interests of the State, subject always to the 
royal approval, and to the genera! sanction and control of Parlia- 
ment. Parliament itself, we have seen, is one of the councils of the 
Crown, but a council of deliberation and advice, not a council of 
administration. Into the details of administration a parliamentary 
assembly is essentially unfit to enter ; end any attempt to discharge 
such functions, under the specious pretext of refbrming abuses, or of 
rectifying corrupt influences, would only tend to greater evils, and 
must inevitably result in the sway of a tyrannical and irresponsible 
democracy." Vol 1, p»02O. 

We need aearcely say thai we took forwarcl with much 
interest to the appearance of the second volume of Mr. Todd's 
ivork. Among other matters of great importance, the origin, 
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iaodem development^ and present position in the English 
GoBfltitation of th» Cabinet Council will be there discussed. 
It is tiie existeiiee ef this C<mn^ which renders possible^ 
and gives its diamcl^ to, our system ol parliamentary govern- 
ment. As long as Ibe former remains unchanged, there does 
not seem to be much likelihood of any very great change in 
the latter ; but an alteration in the constitution of the Cabinet 
Cavncil would gite an entirely different character to the 
fuB«tiona ol Parliament. What may be the probability of 
such alteration taking place, and what the results from it 
wonld be likdy to be, we may take an opportunity of con- 
sideriiig titet tiie pubHoation of the second volume of Mn 
Todies work. 



A»T. V.~THB ADMDIISTBATION OF THE 

POOB LAW. 

TTNTII« BiHBe radical measmre of reform has been aciconl- 

vJ pliidied in the manner of administering the Poor Law, 

the samf eai^py which has echoed for years past against 

iti adminurtration will justly continuer 

It i» possible to indicate within the limits of a brief paper 
the points to be secured in (vder to ensure a proper treatment 
of th^ pai^er popnlation, and a conviction by them that the 
workhouse is a refuge, and a kindly refuge, for honest and 
unavoidable poverty. At present too many of the poor con** 
sider it a foul and neglected Bastille. 

First, we w^it an improvement in the status of the 
guardiaes* In many small unions the nomination and elec- 
ticHi of th£i9e Auaetionaries are eonsidered as matters of no 
ini^esi At present the modus operandi in regard to the 
ekitbtt of guardians i» as follows :-^Before the 15th March 
the dbrk to the BcMrd of Guardians prepares and signs a 
notlM) which is printed and circulated, containing the number 
of guardians to be elected for each parish in the union, their 
qualification, the persons by whom> and the places where the 

R 2 
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nomination papers in respect of each parish are to be sent^ and 
the last day for sending^ and the days whereon the voting 
papers will be delivered and collected^ and the time and place 
of the examination of votes. Any voter may nominate for 
the office of guardian any person or persons (not more than 
the number of vacancies) legally qualified. 

In many instances this is a mere form. The writer knows 
one small town wherein the whole of the guardians were 
nominated by one ratepayer the evening before the papers 
were sent in, no one else taking any trouble. 

In place of small tradesmen and fussy persons of half edu- 
cation, redolent of self- suffident vulgarity and determined ^' to 
keep the rates down," it is needful that people of education5 
fortune, and leisure, and members of the learned professions, 
should take on themselves the office. Surely, to look after the 
well-being of the poor and unprotected,. and to make the lot 
of deserving poverty less hard than it now is, is as noble an 
ambition as to be an alderman or a town councillor and talk 
inflated nonsense for re-publication m the local newi^apers. 
The office of a Poor Law guardian is one demanding a com- 
bination of firmness, humanity, and tact, and is one which 
it is most difficult to fill perfectly. Yet this office at present 
falls in most cases to the lot of the people who are least fitted 
for its demands. The higher classes — the men of leisure and 
refined education — shrink from the labour. Professional men 
will not give up their valuable time, and thus the smaller 
shop-keepers and the noisy self-aggrandizijig rate-payers have 
almost supreme rule over their poorer brothers. 

Hence is it that so little sympathy or comprehension of 
human needs are found in Boards where the office is shunned. 
The hardness of heart, the petty tyranny, the^ callous indif- 
ference to filth, neglect, and mal-administration, the irritation 
at the demands of the press, the obstinate stolidity which 
refuses to ameliorate evils, and the ostrichJike self-deception 
which characterize Boards of Guardians formed from men of 
low type, are all too well known to newspaper readers. The 
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result whereof is that the average guardian considera his 
highest duty consists in *' keeping the rates down." Such 
disgraceful disclosures as those of Famham arise from this 
cause. The infernos that some of the London workhouses 
are arise from this cause. The hatred of the poor to the 
^* union ** arises from this cause^ and your average guardian 
seems to become more hardened than ever when the press 
tells him his duty and the voices of humane men cry shame. 
Sriefly^ therefore^ our first point of reform consists in the 
election of a superior class of guardians and the regular 
attendance of the ex officio guardians. The power given by 
the 35 Geo. III. o. 49 to any Justice of the Peace^ himself to 
visit or by warrant to empower any physician or the offi- 
ciating clergyman to visit the workhouse^ should be remem- 
bered and continually used; moreover^ as every Justice for the 
division is an ex officio guardian for the union^ he should make 
it a practice of sitting at the Board as often as possible and 
seeing for himself and influencing, so far as he could, the pro- 
ceedings. 

Secondly, a little access of wisdom to the ratepaying mind 
is needed. The crass ignorance which too often approves of 
the penny-wise and pound-foolish barbarities of guardians, 
is a deadly foe to the proper administration of the Poor Law. 
Ratepayers should learn — whether by Whitehall declarations 
or by the teachings of the local newspapers — ^that stinginess 
and neglect, filth and over-crowding are most expensive 
in the long run. To bring the poor to such a condition of 
mind that they prefer the prison to the poor-house is simply 
suicidal. The moment such an idea is generated all prin- 
ciples of right and wrong are abrogated, and the very end and 
effect of punishment destroyed ; the essential point of legal 
teaching is that while no poverty justifies crime, no crime 
exists but deserves far severer consequences than does honest 
poverty. 

Thirdly, classification is wanted. A broad line separates 
the really deserving poor and the idle . tramp. These latter 
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ought to ba (ad iu about fifteen counties they now are) 
treated in a different manner^ and tested far more ngkUy 
than the real paupers for whom the workhouse is meant. In 
point of fact it is to the police superintendent, not to the work* 
house master, that the real ^' tramps" ought to be handed ove; 
{or their night's lodging. Further than this, the sick poor 
should be classed entirely away from the sound paupers, 
should be in an infirmary, and should be under the authority 
of the doctor merely — ^he being often the most prized and 
potent consoler and authority to whom the poor look for solace 
in their duress in the workhouse. The scheme adopted under 
the Metropolitan Focn: Act (which is a naonument to Mr. 
Gathorne Hardy) ought to be extended, or, to some extent, 
copied, throughout England. 

Fourthly, a more vigorous exercise of power by the Poor 
I^aw Board-*-the central authority at Gwydyr House — is ina^ 
periously demanded. The bugbear of fools, especially your 
ultra-British fools-— centralization^-^i^has been so attacked with 
measureless abuse for years past that there are signs of a re- 
action, and it is the duty and province of the Poor Law Board 
to make its authority enforced and respected, not to deal in 
the bruium fulmen of mere " recommendations." It eannot be 
too widely known, or too often impressed on the Board itself, 
that any person wilfully neglecting or disobeying the rules^ 
orders, or regulations of the Board may be fined by two jus- 
tices, on conviction, five pounds for the first offence; for the 
second, any sum not over twenty, nor under five pounds ; 
and, for a third offence, any person may be indicted for a misp- 
demeanor^ punishable with fine and hard labour (such fine 
not to be less than twenty pounds). The Poor Law Board 
should use its powers freely and pitilessly. Its inspectors 
ought to be made to do their work vigorously, and should have 
power (as a workhouse master said to the writer) not to 
recommend, but to enforce, improvements. Now the Poor 
Law Board has certain ample powers to make rules for the 
management and relief of the poor, to carry into effect the 
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4 & 5 WUL iy« c. 76^ kxA they may alter thefle roles. Since 
tbey cim raalie roles Mid potiisli disobedience by the aid ol the 
niagiBtrate«5 why is it they do not nse their strength ? The 
press endlessly urges ihem so to do ; the people of hnmatie 
minds ask them so to do ; the poor m those iToridlolMs Which 
ne^eeti brataUty, and stoHd stopidity ttrtn int6 torture- 
hoiftees, cry tothefn to do so. If the Boaid want further 
powers it is certain Parliament will readily graUt them, 

Far too mneh defereftce to the local Boards of Guardians 
Yam been shown; far too much timidity with respect to 
** ititefference with seK-govemments ;" far too little sympathy 
with the povertystriokeu sufiTerers Who have died amid the 
nasoeless shame, filth, and neglect. How long had the infernal 
system lasted before all London was horrified a few years since 
by the revelations from its workhouses? Administrations, 
professing liberalism and lore of the people, had been almost 
uninterruptedly in power, and What had they done? 

Superior guardians, sympathy from the ratepayers^ (and 
sympathy in this case is sense,) clajteificatlon, and the energetic 
action of the central Board are what we need if we would 
render England c^stitm towards her pauper population. 
" Poverty is no crime," said poor Mrs. Nickleby, and yet it 
seems necessary every day to repeat such a truism. Sympathy 
is wanted above all. It is the ability to feel what is the lot of 
these poor brothers and sisters of ours that alone makes men 
fit to administer the Poor Law. It is possible to sympathize 
and to pity, and yet to sternly discourage idleness, vice, and 
fraud. Our dear England yields to no land in her nobility of 
spontaneous charity. Hlvers of gold roll forth every winter 
for those who need assistance. The magnitude and iiiliiibers 
of the subscription lists filled to Overflowing ill a week, suffi- 
ciently attest every year the existence of open-handed 
benevolence. 

Yet were the Poor Law properly administered, no such 
irregular methods of making up for regular neglect would 
be needed. 
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. No remedies but searching and wholesale opes will cure the 
neglect and false principle which have been fostered for years 
past. Such remedies will meet the approval of every thinking 
and true-hearted man. History tells us that no State is safe 
where the extremes of wealth and poverty exist. In the 
interests of humanity^ of decency^ of morality^ of common 
honour^ we are bound to make real provision for our pauper 
population. It is not needful^ in order to avoid making pau- 
perism pleasant, to run into the other extreme, and make 
poor-houses intolerable to any but the hardened vagabond. 
Honest and unavoidable poverty constitutes a claim on the 
State not to be granted either grudgingly or brutally. The 
law is fair enough, but it requires to be administered properly 
and, above all, conscientiously. Happily, in many districts, this 
is done, but there are many, it is to be feared, wherein the old 
dogged obstinacy still holds sway. The system of ouMoor 
relief, too, should be put on a strict but liberal and consistent 
footing. Thus, by attention to all the points to which allusion 
has been made, the Poor Law may be administered in a manner 
which shall, combine due attention to the interests of the 
ratepayers, with proper regard to the interests of the helpless 

poor. 

William Reade, Junr. 



Art. VI.— law REFORM AND LOCAL 
JURISDICTION. 

NEVER in the history of our country has the spirit of 
reform been so widely spread. It is common talk, a n 
" common is the common place " that we are upon the eve of 
great changes. It is certain that in the department of the law, 
we are not only upon the eve of great changes, but that the day 
of change has actually dawned, and the Fpirit of hope within 
us all presages that the day of change is, and shall be, the day 
of improvement. 
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It would be idle to discuss the question of law reform^ with- 
out prefacing our observations with some remarks upon the 
spirit which animates the minds of law reformers. All reform, 
law reform pre-eminently^ is the child of necessity. Nothing 
in law reform ever is done until circumstances compel the 
doii^, but that necessity may operate from very different 
causes^ and the nature and result of the change effected, will 
depend upon and vary in character as the disturbing necessity 
varies. The necessity which has arisen at the present time 
for law reform, is one which arises ab extra. Taken broadly, 
the spirit of the law is one which is sanctioned by the spirit of 
our times. It fails in administration, it is not easily got at, its 
remedies for our social diseases can only be applied at great 
cost and labour, and serious, often fatal, delay ensues. 

Hence it comes that at the end of long and weary years, the 
whole subject of law reform is approached from the stntors^ 
side. The interests of the profession in both its branches are 
not considered ; it may be said, at the present time, that those 
interests appear wholly ignored. The interest of the suitor is 
the one to which the legislator and the public writer can alone 
look. The law was made for the community, for the suitor, 
not for the practitioner, either in the aggregate or the se« 
gregate. 

Let us for a moment look back, and see what aspect the 
question of law reform presented some year or two ago, when 
the pressing necessity for change became obvious, and the 
subject could no longer be trifled with. 

When changes, great and important, became not only immi- 
nent but also inevitable, there appeared to be three parties 
each prescribing their own nostrum for the cure of the evil. 
It is hardly necessary perhaps to say by the way, that our 
remarks apply, and apply only, to the Common Law Courts. 
We are not prepared to discuss the requirements or the short- 
comings of the Court of Chancery, and, so far as we know, no 
immediate change is contemplated therein. 
The first faction (we give this faction the first place, not because 
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it comprised the most eapable or most influential of our law re- 
formers^ but simply because it happ^aed to make the most noise), 
raised a hubbub for more judges to do the work of our superior 
courts. The second prayed for some measure which should relieve 
the ' superior courts ' from ^ task of disposing of a number of 
small causes which^ it was admitted, wot« utteriy unworthy of 
those dignified tribunals. The third party, coAsenratiyes in 
name although the traest reformers im h^irt, were of opinion 
that possibly it might be necessary not only to appoint new 
Common Law judges, but tliat some sweeping measure in 
addition must be passed, before the litigation of the country 
could or would be satisfactorily dealt with. They tlKmght, 
however, that some evidence should be given as to the nature 
and character of the change to be made before any change was 
actually made, and furthermore they were of opinion, that as 
there was a wide-spread feeling that courts for special objects 
should be constituted, e. g,^ a court for the trial of Patent 
cases, local Courts of Admiralty^ courts for mercantile 
matters, and others, ' it would be advisable that those who 
advocated change in this special direction should have at 
least a hearing. 

We thought and we still think that these last had the clearest 
insight into the question, and into the great and inherent 
difficulty which ever has surrounded and ever will surround 
the whole question of reform in the administration of the law* 

While the current periodieals were full to overflowing of what 
doubtless were intended to be harrowing tales of the misery that 
the suitors in the superior courts had to undergo, great agencies 
were at work almost as it were in silence, for the purpose of 
effecting alteration in the administration of the law. The Law 
Associations of our great towns were at work, so were the 
Chambers of Commerce ; great pressure was brought to bear 
upon members of our legislature, and when Parliament met in 
February of last year rumour was busy in announcing the 
wonderful things that were to be done. Had the crop borne 
any proportion to the blossom^ the most gluttonous law 
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refonndr we think would hare been antisfied; aProthonotories 
Bill, an Admiralty Judge BOl^ a Judge Cauunben Bill, a Bill 
to confer upon the County Courts a £500 juriadiction in 
Admiralty luatteis, a County Court Bill, and, last and not 
leaaty a Bankruptcy Bill, were the meaanres, or some of 
them, before Parliament. 

The session wore on, and the intereat of the country being 
concentrated upon the great conflict of representatiye ref onup 
the sabjeetof thelawdroi^>ed to a large extent out of sif^t. It 
is true that Sir Boundell Palmer's speech, one remarkable for 
breadth rather than depth, attracted attention, but little ar 
nothing came of that, and the session came to an end, two 
statutes only^ relating to the subject matter of this paper, being 
added to the statute book. 

liast year, in the February number of this magazine, an 
article upon the seeming necessity for more Judges to 
do the work of the Superior Courts appeared; in that 
article we made three suggestions, namely, that a Boyal 
Commiasion diould be appointed to inquire into the con- 
stitution and organization of the Superior Courts, that an 
economy should at once be effected in judicial labour at 
Judges' Chambers, and that a measure should be passed in- 
creasing the jurisdiction of the County Court. 

The Judicature Commifleion is appointed, and has commenced 
its labours. The Act for the better Despatch o{ Business at 
Judges Chambers, (30 & 31 Vict. c. 68,) is in operation. 
The County Court Amendment Act, 1867* (30 & 31 Vict, 
c. 142), is in force. 

Before we pass on to our immediate subject let us say that 
it must not for a moment be supposed that we approve of the 
County Court Amendment Act of 1867, as it stands; w^ 
have already* commented upon it, and we repeat that the 

* In the Augnst Number for 1867, p. 316. We would here call the 
attention of our readers to the preface of Mr. (xilmour*s work, "the 
Connty Court Act, 1867 " (Horace Cox), where will be found a very 
able commentary upon the Act and its merits, if any, and its short- 
comings, which are many. 
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drafting of the Act is lamentably bad ; let us express how- 
ever, our hope^ that the measure is but tentative, and is itself 
but an augury for further change. 

What may be the effect of the Act upon the Superior 
Courts is a question on which at present it would be premature 
to express any decided opinion.* The Act has produced in more 
ways than one a perfect panic in the profession, A glance at 
the law papers for the months of October, November, and 
December, 1867, will convince any one that its first effect 
was to create a wide-spread feeling throughout attomeydom 
that the palmy days of the law were ended* **We shall 
all go to the workhouse," said some sapient gentleman 
at Chambers to Mr. Justice Lush, and the Times quoted 
this oracular statement. So lately as January 2 of the present 
year, the Standard predicted that the Act would greatly 
interfere with the " emoluments " of the profession, and then 
the article, after some paragraphs intended to alarm the 
lawyers, winds up by saying that *^good and cheap law may 
be a watchword, which will prove at once acceptable to the 
litigant and profitable to the professional advisers," f a some* 
what inconsistent conclusion ! 

* We may say that at the sitting of the Liverpool Couniy Court, 
on the 2nd of January, Mr. Blair, the Judge, made some observations 
as to the efEect the Act would probably have in the Liverpool district. 
That learned Judge seemed to think that the effect in his district 
would not be to increase materially the work of his court, at all events 
the better class of it. This he attributed to the existence of the 
Liverpool Passage Court. Our own view coincides with that of 
Mr. Blair, but we may say that we have lately examined with some 
care the new rules, orders, forms, and allowances for costs and charges, 
and we certainly think that the effect of the latter will be to attract 
a considerable quantity of work into the court. 

t An examination of the scale of costs, just alluded to, will prove, 
we think, that to the litigant the County Court is not a " cneap " 
court, and we would also call attention to the Tall Mall of Dec. 23, 
in which appeared a review of Mr. Weatherfield*s ** County Court 
Law," (Smith and Co., 1867,) where this subject of costs in the County 
Court is very clearly and ably dealt witn. The expenses on the 
Equity side of the County Court, so far as the court fees are con- 
cerned, appear to be monstrous. We would call the attention of our 
readers to a letter which appeared in the Law Times for January 18th 
wherein it is stated, that in a small foreclosure suit, the taxed costs 
amounting to £85 12s. 3d., the Court fees were no less than £41 12s. 3d. 
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Grreat alarm was caused by a rumour that it had been 
decided that the 5th section of the Act was already in 
operation. That section is as follows :— 

** Section 5. If in any action commenced after the passing of this 
Act in any of her Majesty's Superior Courts of Record the plaintiff 
shall recbver a sum not exceeding £ 20 if the action is founded on 
contract^ or £ 10 if founded on tort, whether by verdict, by de- 
fault, or on demurrer, or otherwise, he shall not be entitled to any 
eosts of suit unless the Judge certify on the record that there was 
sii£Elcient reason for bringmg such action in such Superior Court, or 
unless the Court or a Judge at Chambers shall by rule or order allow 
such costs." 

When^ however^ it was discovered that Mr, Justice Lush 
(to whom the world of attorneys' clerks and agents owe a 
publio apology for even thinking so able a Judge should be so 
poor a lawyer) had not decided anything of the kind ^ and when 
the decision in Wood v. Biley in the Court of Queen's Bench* 
was published in the Weekly Notes, then things took a turn for 
the better, and men could talk calmly over the Act and its 
seeming consequences, and a correspondence was commenced 
in the Law Times, Standard, and Law Journal m to the effect 
of the Act upon " advocacy in the County Court." 

This is doubtless an important question, but one not within 
the scope of our present paper, and we can only refer our 
readers to the letters of Mr. Edward Clarke, in the Law Times 
for 14th and 21st December, 1867, and to the correspondence 
at large. 

We may say, however, that if there be any evil in this 
measure to the Bar, it is one that must cure itself. The best 
advocate, be he barrister or be he attorney, will be the advo- 
cate where both have audience, and we do not see, if we may 

* Woody. Riley. Weekly Notes for November 30th, 1867, p. 277. In 
this case it was held that none of the provisions of the County Court . 
Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 142), could be of any force until after the 
Ist of January, 1868, for it was expressly provided by Section 36 that 
the Act should not come into operation until that date. 
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so express ourselves, that the balance of the two branches of 
the professioB will be disturbed in any ajqpreciable degree. 

There is another point which, so £ar as we know, has escaped 
public attention — it is this: the Conntj Court has already an 
equitable jurisdiction, and it has been rumoured that the Judi- 
cature Commissioners ¥rill report strongly' in favour of the fusion 
of law and equity. We think the recommendation of the 
Commissioners * premature, but at the same time we think 
that the jurisdiction which has lately been conferred upon the 
County Court, if it work satisfactorily, may lead to the fusion in 
time of the two great branches of our jurisprudence in the supe^ 
rior courts; but be this as it may, even as at present, the voote 
general acquirements of solicitors will be of great use to them 
m the County Court, and if the Bnx is not ^^ to go te the wflll," 
but is to emnpete on anjrthing like equal terttis with their 
brethren of the other bnmch of the profession, they will have 
to be educated more generally than they sre iit present, and 
tiien a class ci men will be gradually trained who^ bi the 
fulness of time when a furiem is not only desirable btit prac- 
ticable, will be able to discharge the duties of advocates, to 
adopt the old phrase, on " either side of Westminster HaU.** 

We do not think, therefore, tfiat the Act of 1867, so far as 
advocacy in the County Court is concerned, will effect very 
much change. It may, and will, probably, bring young bar- 
risters into the business, but these will only swell the ranks of 
the local bars at Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, and 
other great business centres. But the Act will beyond ques- 
tion, for a time at all events, affect two important classes of 
legal practitioners, the London agents and those who practise 

* It is to be ho^ tibat ^le CoamiBdioners will not ettntftie &elr 
brethren of the Digest Oouunission, and after months of travaU bring 
forth a report such as that the gist and essence of which is contained 
in Mr. Godfrey Lushington's, the Secretary's letter. Vide Times, De- 
cember 3rd, 1867. If the Commissioners wanted specimens of a '* Di- 
gest," why not go to the fountain head at once ? Are not Mr. B. T. Ear* 
risen and Mr. Fisher both aliye, and in the maturity of their powers F 
Are there not many reporters, men of ability and intense industry, 
who would be glad to work with or under such leaders P 
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as pleaders in chambers. These two dasses are mutually de- 
pendent, and what affects the Liondon agent, either for good 
or for evil, will, pari ratunu, a&ot the pleader. 

Thus much for what has been done, aodi passing from the 
pastj it is now our duty to examine what would appear to be 
in all probability the character of tb^ w%i change wc are to 
experience in the processes of reform* 

That th^ measure di 1867 is inadequate to, and utterly bo* 
hind th^ necessities of, our times, we think clears tfid in this 
opinion we 4re confirmed when we eumim the reports and 
m^avomls of the great law societies and chambers of commerce 
of Qur country* {t was opce said ** that we were a natiim of 
shopkeepers," aiid if this b^ a tru^ description of us, ii 
naturally fpUows that as a iiation of shopk^pens we nnist 
have Q9urt8 easy qf access to the |uit(^, and ch^ap and expo- 
ditioufl in process^ to determine the innmn#raUe questions 
W^hich daily arise in a commerce so vast as ours. 

Jn looking oyer these reports we have been much stniek wil& 
thf breadth of view they exhibit, but» at the same tin^, it is im* 
possible to avoid remarking how completely absorbed each cham* 
b^r or law society is in the wants of each of their particular and 
immediate districts^ This is hardly tp be wond^^ at^ but» whilst 
thi.8 is ao^ it is hopeless to look to them for any catholic measure* 

Although W(^ are not advocates for any special or particuhur 
m§asures of refpnn to suit special and particular distrietSj it is 
probably that difficulty might arise in preparing any g^eral or 
uoif orjn system of tribimals, a^d this difficulty grises fron» th^ 
fact that th^ tracing and coiQmercial pressure is unequal, and 
vaiies immensely over the whole business area of the country,* 

* Take the case of LaacMldre. la ti^ year 1695 it amears that 530 
causes were entered for trial in Lancashire alone, exceeding b}r 54 all 
the causes entered on the Oxford, Norfolk, Western, and Welsh circuits. 
In 1866 the number was lesS) 465. There was, however, a general 
faUkig oS di all the oiroaits, but the proportion would be about the 
same* Out of ^,000 plaints entered in the local Oivil Courts of ancient 
jurisdiction, upwards of- 10,000 were entered in the Lancashire coul^, 
nearly as many as were entered in the Sheriff's Oourt of London 
(11,002), and out of unwards of 864^000 Counfy Court plaints about 
one-tenth were entered in Lancashire. 
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This is a diffictilty which has struck several of the societies 
who have reported and deKberated upon the question of law 
reform either generally or particularly with reference to the 
necessity for commercial and maritime tribunals. 

Taken broadly, however, the result of our examination of 
the reports drawn up by these important societies, commercial 
and legal,* has been to convince us of the soundness of the 
opinion expressed in them, that opinion being, that the County 
Court system should be the basis upon which reform in the 
administration of the law is to be effected. We use the phrase 
" County Court system," not in its precise and now understood 
meaning, but in the sense of a district or local court system, 
such as that which obtains in America or in France, and pro- 
bably the latter system would be the better model to copy. 
As we have said and shown, the business pressure varies im- 
mensely over the whole area of the country. In many parts 
of the country the local courts appear to be rather in front 
of their work than behind, while in other parts the tribunals 
are in arrear, and wholly inadequate to grapple fairly with the 
litigation of their districts. 

While it may be conceded that the County Courts deal with 
the mass of small debtors with a certain amount of success, 
work of a more important kind wholly escapes them, for not 
only does the business pressure vary immensely, but the 
description of the work to be done varies. On the shores of the 
Tyne and the Tees innumerable cases arise out of the shipping 
which crowds the ports of Newcastle, Tynemouth, North and 
South Shields, Sunderland, Hartlepool. Here maritime mat- 
ters form the staple of the work. At Liverpool the same, only 
perhaps to a greater extent, the number of ships '^goiilg 
foreign" being much larger, while in the centre of the king- 

* Our best thanks are due to Mr. Blood, the secretary of the 
Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, for his courtesy in furnishing us 
with copies of many valuable papers, and also to a learned member of 
the Liverpool Law Society, through whom we were permitted to 
peruse several important memorials and Parliamentary reports and 
papers. 
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dom^ from Birmingham north-west and north-east^ we have 
the coal^ iron^ and manufacturing districts^ the very workshops 
of the kingdom to deal with. To save the expense of a resort 
either to the Admiralty Court in London^ in matters maritime^ 
or to the Superior Courts^ all kinds of devices are resorted 
to for the arbitration and settlement of conmiercial disputes* 
Under the articles of the Cotton Brokers' Association of 
Liverpool; disputes relating to dealings in the great staple are 
to be referred to arbitration, and we believe that there are 
many such friendly courts establii^ed throughout the northern 
districts^ but these tribunals having no legal existence what* 
ever, and being powerless to enforce their judgments or awards^ 
are not and cannot be satisfactory. 

The desire seems to be to economize the local and now 
existing tribunals. There are already courts^ judges, officials, 
and the trappings and machinery of justice. The County 
Court system is elastic, and, were adequate powers conferred 
upon the courts, we believe they would work well. 

Our readers are doubtless aware that there are scattered, 
up and down the country, " local courts " other than the 
County Courts, borough, hundred, and manorial courts, thirty- 
four in number,* including the court of the Sheriff of London. 
Some of the courts substantially exist only on paper, e.g. in 
the Colchester Borough Foreign Court sixteen plaints only 
were entered in the year 1866 ; in the Newark Court of Record 
19 ; in the Oswestry Court 6 ; in the Ipswich Guildhall Court 
4. By far the most important courts in this list are the 
Court of Passage at Liverpool, and the Courts of Becord of 
Manchester and Salford. In our judgment the whole of these 
courts should be swept away, the only one which can claim an 
extension of existence is the Court of Passage,! and that> 

* Such of these courts as are not of record, are virtually abolished by 
the 28tih section of the Act of 1867. See ss. 28, 29, 30 & 31 Vict. c. 142. 

t Were this court to be abolished, even at the price of compensation 
to its officers, the cost would be trifling ; for from a Parliamentary re* 
turn just published, we find that the expense of maintaining this 
court amounted to £1,200 only, including the assessor's salary of 
jg 500 per annum. 

VOL. XXIV.— NO. XLVIII. S 
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upon the ground that the feeling in Liveipool ie very strongly 
in favour of that being the local Admiralty Court, 

There oan be no doubt but that the position (rf liyerpool 
14 anoiQilouf ; it is liondon in eyeiything except yastnesaj^ and 
no town of the empire^ th« metropolia alone e^cepted> can 
oompaire with it in oonunercial vA maritiuie importaace* As 
it was the desire of the Liyerpool Law Sooiely to adapt the 
proyisions of the Admiralty Junsdiotiou Billj 1867j to the 
Court of FasaagOj it was proposed to insert a clause in the 
Bill conferring upon that court ^^all such (uyil and maritime 
jurisdiction with all powers and authorities relating thereto, 
as for the time beiqg belongs to the High Court of Admi- 
ralty." As the Bill dropped, nothing of course was donej and 
although it is uo part of our intention iu discussing ti)e general 
question of reform in the law, to enter into the claims put 
forward by those who advocate the prolonged existence of the 
Court of Passage, wo may say that in our judgment, the effect 
of the County Court Act of 1867 will be y&^ much felt in 
this court ; it will probably remoye mauy speculative attorneys' 
actions now brought there, and thus clear the way for a better 
class of business in the court ; but should the general measure 
for conferring upon th^ Couuty Court afi Admiralty jurisdic- 
tion pass into law, we cannot see any just cause why there 
should then be two courts, (tiie County Court and the Passage 
Court)» exercising concurrent* jurisdiction in the port of 
Liverpool. 

We base our case in advocating the cl^ of the '^ County 
Court " to be the court pf first instance in all cases^ not only 
upon the recommendations of the various Chambers, but alsp 
for another reason, whicbi to many engaged in commerce, 
might appear to be the more imp(»i:ant reason of the two, 
That reason is, that there is no local or even circuit tribunal 



* The good f olkti of Liverpool, wko kave claims m eoniraeUt to the 
tiinoant say of £ 30, have four courts to which they ean resort — tie. 
the Superior Court, the Common Pleas at Lancaster, the Court of Pas- 
sage, and the County Court. 
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for ihe triiJ of what sre now tenned Admiralty cavBOB; all 
m^ten of thia Icmd rnuit be tried in London. 

Tik^ AdfoiraltySill of 1867 waa a itep in the right direction^ 
but v^j a step; to this branch probably the most important 
eivil eauses that ore tried belongs and cases of a weighty 
oharactor in sodi a department of law should be tried on circuit 

Within a very short period the jurisdiction of the County 
Court has beoA materially increased as well as amended. In 
1B65^ an equity jurisdiction was c<Hiferred upon them. Bank* 
raptcy and Admiralty will, iB all probability^ shortly follow. 
The Act of 1867 must^ in some measure^ although to what 
extent may be a matter of doubt, improve the class of business 
tn^isacted there^ and the tendency at the present time, beyond 
questioD, is to make them the " Nisi Prius "* courts of the 
country. 

Oiiginally the County Court was a mere court for the 
collection of small debts, it was established to enable the 
poor creditor to sue his poor debtor at a trifling cost and without 
incurring the expense of professional| that is, legal assistance ; 
its machinery w^ adopted, and, speaking generally, the 
judges aAd officiab wer^ chosen and appointed for this their 
special fwetioD, and whether it has been successful or 
not we need not adc ; v but assuming that it has been 
suoeesoEoli it stands to reason that being constituted and 
appokited for one purpose, it cannot be expected to answer 
another ; if its duties are not only varied in degree, but also 
altered in kind, it is but only fair to adapt the existing ma- 
chinery to suit the new work. Not to speak irreverently, to 
put '* new wine into old bottles," is not wise ; and it is idle 
to say that the County Courts are not fitted for the work 
which it is now intended they should do, because no man, above 
the level of an idiot, ever supposed that they were. 

* We have already peoommended to eur readers the skdich, at once 
clear and comprehensiye, of the changes made in the administration 
of our laws, and of the progress, step by step, that the County Court 
^stem has made, given in the preface to Mr. Gilmour's ** County 
Court Act, 1867/' 

S2 
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It therefore i^peais to us tluit wbat we may erpect very 
80on to see^ is the County Court with » oortain and limited 
joriadiction^ in equity, * Admiralty, bankraptcy (peihapa un- 
limited), beside its already existing jurisdiction in what we 
may call common law matters; but, further, we think that 
even greater changes than these which we have indicated are 
contemplated. 

Lord Cranworth has already presented a Billy entitled ''An 
Act further to facilitate Prooee£ngs in the County Courts/' a 
short and a pithy one ; it is as foDows: — 

"Whereas it is expedient to give farther fiwulities to plaintifi 
bringing their actions in the County Courts, and to prevent delays 
by permitting certain cases to be heard in chambers : Be it therefore 
enacted, &c, Sbc" 

By Sec 2— 

*' The County Court shall henceforth have jurisdiction to hear and 
determine aU pleas of personal actions, whatever mxf be the amoont 
of debt or damage claimed, which may now be brought in the superior 
courts of common law : Provided always that the defendant in any 
action in which the debt or damage claimed exceeds £50, shall be 
entitled to sue out a writ of eertiofari, to remove the same into any 
one of the sopmor courts of common law at Westminster, but 
shall not, if he obtain judgment, or the action be discontinued, or 
the plaintiff be non^suited, be aUowed any finiher or other costs 
than he would have been entitled to recover had the cause been 
determined in the County Court, unless the Judge who tries the 
cause, or the court into which it was removed by eertiorariy upon 
being satisfied that there were good grounds for such removal, shall 
otherwise order." 

By Sec. 3— 
<< Judgment may be had by de&ult after personal service in certain 
cases." 

And, by Sec 4 — 
*^ The Judge may sit in chambers in certain cases." 

* The term "Admiralty" had a very wide meaning under the Bill 
of 1867 ; a ^eat many matters not peculiarly AdminSty matters were 
included in it. 
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If it be contended that tiungs are hardly ripe for snch 
changes — ^we asBwer that the test, after al], is the necessity of 
the thing, and if the litigation of the country is increasing,* as 
increase it mnst with onr increasing wealth, population, and 
trade, and with the spreading intelligence of onr times, although 
the State cannot offer premiums for the waging private war, or 
afford undue opportunity for litigation, it is nevertheless bound 
to see that justice is done between man and man — the adminis- 
tration of justice being the first and highest office of civilization. 

We concede, nay more, it is part of our case, that the 
County Court, as originally constituted, and as at present 
existing, cannot grapple with the mass of litigation which is 
about actually to be entrusted to it, or will, in our view, re- 
gard being had to the existing tendency of public opinion, be- 
fore very long be confided to it. To enable the County Court 
to deal with that litigation it must be reconstructed. 

Until the Judicature Commission publish their report, any 
suggestion made or any opinion offered must be in some degree 
in the dark. As at present the business of the County Court 
is managed, it is idle to suppose that important matters will 
be tried, or that rich suitors will resort there. To quote the 

Pall Mall Gazette of December 23, 1867 :— 

• 

<^ The real mistake has been, and still is, the mixing up of cases 
which, ought to be kept separate. It is only right that poor creditors 
should have a court where they can express their claims without the 
intervention of professional men. It is another matter to compel 

* A great increase in the business of the superior courts is apparent. 
The number of writs of summons issued in 1866 exceeds t^e number 
in the preceding year by 14,063, 133,160 against 119,097, as compared 
witii 1859, the year in which the number was lowest since the com- 
mencement of the statistics. The increase in 1866 amounts to 46,890, 
or nearly 55 per cent. There are 38,000 appearances entered in 1866, 
as against 3§,723 in 1865; and there is an increase of upwards of 
10 per cent, in the number of judgments entered in the three courts 
of Q.B. C.P. & Ex., the nnmber of judgments in 1866 being 42,316, as 
against 38,440 in 1865, an increase of 3,876. As compared with the 
average for the five years, 1859 — 1863 inclusive, the increase in 
1866 amounts to 22*2 per cent. — Judicial Statistics, 1866, Part 2, 
pp. ii, iv., etc. 
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ridier eiedilon whose time in often oi more valuo than moiiej, to 
liave Fooonne to the same tribwud. If tfaej ax» so compelled, they 
should, at leas^ have the same fijcilitJes affinrded ihem as are afforded 
bj the superior courts." 

The method^ then^ of doing the bnsiiiefls of the Court should 
be reirised, and it is necessary that the.Begistrar of the Court 
should haye certain judicial functions. ' The power under Sec- 
tion 4 of Lord Cranworth's Bill* that we haye abeady quoted, 
namely that the Judge should sit in Chambers* ia yery neces- 
sary, and the Begistrar should be also empowered to sit in 
Chambers* in fact* he* or some other official* should haye kindred 
powers with the Chief Clerks in Chancery. It is not to be 
expected that barristers or attomies can sit three or four hours 
while John Stokes, and Mary Noakes* and Tim O'Brien* and 
Mary Byan are engaged in debating what to them is no doubt 
an important matter* how 48. 6d. or 2s. lOd. can be paid* if 
those sums be due. There must be days set apart for hearing 
the weightier matters of the law. 

We only allude to this* for although it is mere matter of 
detail* yet it is important in the last degree* as without such 
arrangements the County Court will neyer rise from a court of 
small causes. In a few courts some such plan obtains* and* 
doubtless* a Committee of CoUnty Coiul Judges could frame 
rules as to the mode of transacting the business. In fact* the 
mere debt collecting business of the court should be kept 
entirely distinct from what may be termed the contested and 
litigated business. 

But, further, we think that before the County Court takes 
its position as the court of first instance, the most im- 
portant subject for discussion and examination is* the nature of 
the procedure : in other words, the process, practice, and mode 
of pleading which is to obtain in it 

The statute establishing the County Courts in 1846 formally 
expressed the opinion of the legislature that " it was expe- 
dient that one rule and manner of proceeding for the recovery 
of small debts and demands should prevail throughout En- 
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glflod ;** Md We think thM in contested cases (tlie debt col^ 
leeting being quite dii»tinct)i ttie procedure shbuld be aasimi-* 
biied to that audelr the Acts of 1862, 1864 • and 1860^ We 
ktiour of ho reasdik why this should not be dotae. Wd kboW Of 
mftny in fatotir of it. 

It is impossible to try issued of Ihct without MtAt dear W^y 
of raising them. The deai' and sittiple ihiles of pleading tji 
now-ardays tend to shorten the proceedings, and the jdaiutiff 
and the defendaiit l^e 6h equal terms. It ii hot fK> MOW in the 
Couhty Court. The plaintiff often fights in the dark^ aild it 
Would be idle to expect many cases to be tried in the County 
Gcmrt^t do loi^ as the paHies hare not the right of submitting 
^titiot and dOpartete issues for the detsisioh of the tribUfi^L 

To these two subjects, the mode of conducting business, and 
the necessity for A procedure modelled oh that of the superior 
courts, we hate alluded, merely to show that We fully ildmit 
the necessity of tecohstrtiction. If the County Court is to be 
the tribunal of first instance ih all cases. There should be a 
cheap and easy mode of removing causes inrolTihg grtiye ques« 
tions oi law or of fact from the inferior ooui'ts, the court of 
first instance, to the superioi^ eotirts, and theh the necessities 
d the cikse wotild be faii'Iy ehcountered; 

One wo^d ftd to the Admiralty jurisdictioh with which it is 
now desired to invest the Couhty Cottt'ts. It would be easy 
to subdivide OUi" cotttts into eei^tdih Admiralty of mAHtime 
distrietd. In 18665 a memorial Was {)resehted to the Board of 
Trade, in wMoh it Was proposed that the coast should be 
divided into seventeen districts. We think there would be no 
need to make so many jurisdictions. We should propose that from 
the Tyne and Teed southward to the Humber, should be one ; 

• On tlie 18th of December last, by an Order of Council, tte enact- 
ments of the Act of 1854 relating to equitable defences, discovery, and 
the attachment of debts after judgment, were extended to the County 
Courts. 

f Under the order of the court, pleadings might be used in all con- 
tested cases, but in all cases, say above £ 50, they should be used com- 
pulsorily. In all contested cases the practice of the inferior should 
oe identical with that of the superior courti so far as possible. 



264 Law Reform aud Local Jurisdiction. 

from the Hmnber to the Thames a second^ perliapB the Cinque 
Forts should be included; and probably the southern sea^ 
board would furnish work for a third court ; while the western 
coast, from Cupe Cornwall to the Solwaj, would afford room 
for two courts — ^the one to dt at Bristol, the other at Liver- 
pooL Admiralty matters should be remoyed, on good cause 
being shown, into the siqperior courts, to be tried on the 
circuits 

Changes such as these would gradually pare the way to the 
ultimate division of the country into legal districts, as we have 
before said, either on the American or French plan, but while 
our courts, their system and procedure, their quaint and worn- 
out machinery and constitution, exist as at present^ reform 
seems hopeless. 

No doubt, with heavier responribilities* and larger duties to 
perform, the County Court Judges may ask higher rank and 
emolument, and before the country can claim the services of 
men fit, as Judges, to preside over tribunals exercising such 
manifold powers, the country must be prepared to pay them. 

It is humiliating to read the comments of foreign lawyers 
and merchants on our maritime code, or, rather, on our want 
of any maritime code worthy of our boasted civilization. It is 
a scandal to us as a nation that the avenues to our courts are 
blocked, and that for many cases there is no fit tribunal what- 
ever in existence. We hail, therefore, what seems, as it were, 
the dawning of a better day, when justice may be administered 
easily and speedily between the suitors in our courts. 

* The avidity with which the press seizes npon any opportimity for 
an attack on the County Court Judges, is remarkable. It is matter 
for regret that circnmstances have nndonbtedlv occurred, tending to 
throw ridicule upon two or three of this judicial body. That some of 
them take a very humble view of their duties, is manifest, but we 
should see a great change were these Judges to perform their duties 
before a more important and critical audience than they at present do. 
The reverence due, and paid, to the high office of Judge in our 
superior courts, is one not due to the ermine alone ; these ^eat officers 
perform their functions in the " fierce light" of public opmion, under 
the eyes of those with whom they have competed, and subject to the 
criticism of the most critical body of men — the bar — that intelligence, 
Fcholarship, learning, and independence, can combinedly produce. 
Without this check upon them, the superior c;purts would be nothing. 
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Much has been said of a ^ code/ much of a " digest,'* and 
Soyal Coounifisioners are inyestigating many of the departi- 
ments of our law ; we attach far more importance to the Judi- 
cature Commission than to any, as a revision or re-organization 
of our courts, of their process and codstitution, we believe is the 
first step to be taken in the process of reformation. When a 
reasonable and rational system of tribunals, apt for their par- 
ticular work, is founded, we may talk of other things — of a 
code, of a digest, of a maritime code, and of maritime or any 
other special tribunals, (at present the great maritime nation 
has one Admiralty Court, in a comer of the kingdom, sitting 
at Westminster, the offices of which are in some hole and 
comer back streets of the city,) but until we have onr laws 
administered so that litigants can get at them, the vast field 
of discovery in which other nations have reaped so much 
glory, must lie all unexplored before us. 

If the plan we have suggested be a good one, and at all 
events it is sanctioned by the opinion of our times, and actually 
advocated by those familiar with the business of the country. 
Why, may we ask, should our laws, which in their spirit have 
advanced *' step by step with the necessities of the great 
people whose liberties they have fostered and guarded," be 
longer divorced from an adequate and worthy administration ? 



abt. vn.— on the utility of oaths. 

By Edward Gabdneb, LL.B. 

THE subject of oaths and declarations taken in various de- 
partments of the State has latterly attracted the attention 
of Parliament; and during the session 1865-66 a Commission 
was held to inquire what oaths, affirmations, and declarations 
are required to be taken or made by any of Her Majesty's sub- 
jects in the United Kingdom other than those taken or made 
by members of either House of Parliament, or by prelates or 
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olergy of the EBtablished Chui*ch^ or b j mj pei^on est&imned 
«8 a witnees In a eourt of justiee, and to report their opimon 
as to the dispeiising with or retainitig and altering saoh oaths, 
affirmationij and deeli»*ation8. To the report mftde by the 
Oommission^ are appended 300 closely^printed pages of oaths 
and declarations taken by the hcdders of diffidreiit bfflces oil 
their appointment to thettij and to these tnftny others might be 
added whidi the Oommissioners seem to have missed. Fasi^itig 
oyer the report itself, whieh appears to be fully concurred in 
by one only of the five C^nmissioners who sign it^ we ^oUie 
to the dissent of Commissioiters Lyveden, Bouterie, Lowe, 
Maxwell, and Milman, who seem to have brought their great 
intellects to the examination of the question in a tiruly philo- 
sophic spirit They come to the conclusion that by far the 
greater number of the oaths into whieh they had examined, 
ought to be abolished, and the rest changed into some con- 
renient and distinct form of declaration :-^ 

" The imprecatory forms of oath in common use," they say, *' ap- 
pear open to very grave objections. Such oaths seem to assume 
that God's vengeance may be successfully invoked, and God's help 
declined or accepted by frail and fallible man, or made conditional 
on the truth of his assertions or the fulfilment of his proinises^no- 
tions which seem inconsistent with the teachings of religion and of 
reason." 

The limits of this article do not admit of detailing the argu- 
ments of these five dissentients. To those who would wish to 
pursue further the study of the subject opened up by the Com- 
mission, and who may not be inclined to adopt the views set 
forward in this paper, a careful perusal of the dissent re- 
ferred to is earnestly recommended. 

A glance at three hundred closely printed octavo pages of 
oaths and declarations taken by members of Her Majesty's 
household, officers of public departments, of courts of justice, 
by soldiers, sailors, and volunteers, by county, borough, and 
parochial officers, by recipients of the different orders of 
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kniglitliodd^ bj mWiban of trntyersitiM^ ooUtge0» and aehods^ 
^ tmd^b' guiiiB, frf T«ri<ms ia^rpoiatod societies; m g^anoe 
at ^se is surelj enough to set us ihinkiiig on the whole- 
sale swearing tibat seems to be required in ahnost all the 
^Uio relations of life ; atid to the eatalogue are to be added 
aey^id oaths and declarations that hare been omitted, also 
tboae tnked bj members of both Houses of the Le^slature, 
bj the prelates and deigy of the Established Churehj and by 
jurors and witn^siies in courts of justiost 

Histeiy tells us that oaths were taken in the earliest ages of 
which we have any records ; and the oompilers of legal history, 
wholesomely impressed by precedent, assert that, '^ however 
absurd or peryerted by ignorance and superstition, an oath has 
in eyeiy age been found to supply the strongest hold on the 
consciences ci men, either as a pledge of future conduct, or as 
a guarantee for the veracity of narration." * Under some of 
the deductions from and abuses of the civil law, of which the 
middle ages were fruitful, heathens, Jews, and other persons, 
whose opinions ex-cathedra fulminations then stigmatized in- 
fidel, were declared incompetent to be witnesses in courts of 
justice* The giving of evidence the old lawyers considered 
rather a right than a duty, and consequently incompetency 
was a fitting punishment on the holders of obnoxious opinions 
•i— a punishment in which frequently the innocent Christian 
was included, who, having a suit to maintain, happened to have 
only the evidence of rejected witnesses on which to rely. And 
Sir Edward Coke, not free from the bigotry of his time, is 
found to declare that an infidel {i.e., any one who was not a 
Christian) could not be a vdtness : "All infidels," he says, " are, 
in law, perpetual enemies, for between them as with the devils, 
whose subjects they be, and the Christian there is perpetual 
hostility and can be no peace." About the year 1745 a better 
spirit seems to have dawned upon our tribunals, and in a 
celebrated case f then argued, it was decided that the words 

* Best Ev. § 56. t Omiohund v. Barker. 
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'^ so help you God '' are the only materitil part of the oath^ 
which any heathen who believes in a God might take as well 
as a Christian. Consequently^ the kissing the Evangelists^*^ 
with or without a cross on the cover — ^in England and Ireland; 
the uplifted hand in Scotland^ the touching the Brahmin's 
hand and foot in India^ the placing the forehead on the Koran 
in Constantinople, and the breaking of a saucer in China, are 
all mere forms surrounding the great substance '^ so help you 
God." But our cousins on the other side of the Atlantic seem 
to be wandering away from what we may call the imprecatory 
sanction of the oath^ for their books say that witnesses are not 
allowed to be questioned as to their religious belief — not 
because it tends to disgrace them, but because it would be a 
personal scrutiny into the state of their faith and conscience 
foreign to the spirit of free institutions, which oblige no man 
to avow his belief.* With them the curious anomaly could 
not have happened, which was made patent to the British 
public a few years since, in a case brought by a man called 
Maden, in an English County Court-f His only witness was 
his wife, who, on being examined on the voir-dire^ stated that 
she did not believe in a God or in a future state of rewards 
and punishments. Her evidence was rejected because she 
dared to speak the truth; had she lied and professed the 
necessary belief, her testimony must have been received. The 
Judge had no sympathy with the witness, but, assuming to be 
an authority in religion as well as law, he told her that she 
must take the consequences of her disbelief in the loss of her 
property, the subject matter of the suit. J Happily, Atheists 
are rare ; were they however more numerous, the interests of 
justice must long since have demanded the admission of their 
evidence. Truth is what a court of justice desires ; the ezdusion 

♦ 1 Greenleaf Ev. § 370. 

t Rochdale Co. Ct., Feb. 1861. 

t Her mother was the defendant ; she had neglected the religions 
instruction of her daughter, and thus took advantage of her own 
wrong. 
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of the honest infidel will not secure it^ and the dishonest 
will not hesitate to profess the necessary qualifications for 
^ying eYidence. 

Haying taken this hasty glance at the history and nature of 
oaths^ let us for convenience divide them into the same classes 
as those adopted by the five dissentient Commissioners whom I 
have already named. We have then : — 

L Oaths^ to the breaking of which no penalties are attached 
by law, and 

n* Oaths^ to the breaking of which the law does attach a 
penalty. 

I. Of the first chus are (1.) oaths of allegiance, and (2.) oaths 
of fidelity in the discharge of duties.^ 

(1.) As to the oaths of allegiance the dissentients with signi- 
ficant brevity statej that — 

''In peaceful and prosperoos times they are not needed; in times 
of difficulty and danger they are not observed. Contemporary 
history affords abundant proof of the inefficiency of political oaths, 
whether taken by the people to their rulers or by the rulers to the 
people." 

It is the duty of all subjects to bear allegiance to their 
rulers, and the anomaly is a curious one, discoverable no doubt 
in all societies, of requiring a man to swear to perform that 
duty, which he not only ought to be presumed, but which the 
very fact of his being a subject compels him, to observe to his 
Sovereign. Somewhat similar is the peculiarity remarked by 
a surprised Frenchman of certain of our Irish brethren joining 
together and agreeing to be loyal ; agreeing to be what they 
ought to be, agreeing to do their duty, and^therefore con- 
sidering themselves worthy of all praise, as faithful observers 
of political morality. Ordinary civilians are not called on to 
ta^e the oath of allegiance, yet it behoves them to be equally 
as loyal as the soldiers who swear an oath, which even when 
they hear they hardly understand. 

(2.) Thf^n as to the oaths of fidelity in the discharge of 
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public duties ; tbey have ueyer stopped tbe unworthy at tii0 
tbreahold, aud the worthy did not require them to quicken 
their sense of duty. Such oaths seem to be in the luiture of 
contracts, which might be entered into in a manner mu(di more 
satisfactory than by embodying them in their present f onot 
With a writer of the year 1834, quoted by th? Commisgiouari, 
it is only common sense to hold that — 

''Ko man sbonld ever be called on to promise to do what he is 
bound by the duties of his office to perform, on the contrary, it 
should, in every way, be declared that every man has already pro- 
mised to do his duly by the very act of accepting office."* 

There are two motives, or, to use a perhaps more correct 
phrase, two sanctions for the observance of the class of oaths 
we are now considering, namely, the sanction of interest and 
the sanction of religion. Now, if an enlightened self-interest 
does not impel to honesty in the discharge of a duty, it is very 
questionable whether the religious sanction will secure faith* 
fulness ia the office. The oath will npt generate a cpiiiciencf^j 
qnd, where this is wanting, happiness here or hereafter ceases 
to persuade, and Hell offers no terrors. Even a tendency to 
superstition, which we too often shamelessly [encourage, pan 
have no place in one devoid of the moral sense. Worldly gain, 
present or prospective, is the sure reward of faithfulness. But, 
it may be said, a little wrong, scarcely possible of detection, 
may be done with advantage to the wrong-doer, and in such 
case self-interest inclines to the doing of it. The proposition 
may be questioned ; but admitting the force contended for^ the 
moral sense of right and wrong should be potent to resist the 
temptation, and, if it be not so, an oath cannot strengthen the 
weak conscience. As to the sanctity of the oath (a phrase 
which is scarcely intelligible) in what does it consist, since the 
practice is recognized of taking the oath as a matter of form, 
and disregarding its whole spirit? Oaths and declarations 
taken by officers of the army against the payment of money 

♦ J» EndeU Tyler, "Oaths," p. 68* 
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tor commiaaions nuqr be mentioned ; these^ however, N^mmftn 
decency i^boliabed epme yeaf^s m99 ^^^ ^^ Beport points out 
gome other oathfl which were, and are, taken not to be obaeryed. 
Examined firom whatever point of view, an oath moat be foond 
not to poaseaa in itself any sanction whatever for the due obser- 
vance of the duty sworn to be &ithfully peifonned. 

XL Fassiug away from oaths of office we come jMrepared in 
some degree for an examination of judicial oaths, or that dass 
of oaths to the breaking of which penalties are attached by 
law.* A witness is sworn in a Court of Justice to tell thQ 
whole truth; should he lie, a temporal punishment is imposed 
on his being found guilty of the offence, and further^ say 
ike clergy, he has earned punishment hereafter for having 
laid penury to his soul. We shall not stop to examine the 
feeling gf certainty or uncertainty as to this latter reward, 
that may be present to the mind of him who swears falsely ; 
the queeticm is not cue of any importance to the object aimed 
at in this paper* 

Stripped of the legal sanction, this dass of paths is v6ry 
similar to that we have been considering, Jt is every one's 
real interest to speak the truth,t and should any motive 
induce one to swerve tr(m it the oath has no charm to prevent 
if consdenee be dead to the sacred character of truth itself* 
If motive and conscienoe be acting in eontrary direetions, th^ 
repetition of no formula can give power to the latter. A lie 
is a lie w the street or on 'Cbvig^, as much aa in a Court of 
JustieOf wd why should its utterance be considered more 
heinous in the (me place than the other ? As great interests 
depend on the honest dealing of mm with man as on speaking 
truly b^ore a judge and jury. 3ut if we exalt truth in the 

* With this class the Gomnussion Was not concerned, 

f It being more easy to tell the tnith than a Ue, some writers 
speak of a natoral sanotiaa for trath, meaning that it is more 
nibtural or easy to draw upon thei memory than the imagination. 
** From the mouth of the most egregious liar," says Bentham, " truth 
must have issued at least one hundred times for onoe i^at wilful 
falsehood has taken its place." (Ev.82;) 
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one case by investing it with a sort of specially made garment, 
of necessity its position in the other case is altered, and it 
becomes a less crime to tell your neighbour such a lie as may 
enrich you and impoverish him than to swear falsely to some 
insignificant fact in a Court of Justice. A lie, we aire in 
effect told, is not so bad a thing in our every day contracts, 
but in a Court of Justice it is something awfully wicked. 
Yet wherein does the difference consist? A lie has been 
told in the presence of God as deliberately in the one case as 
in the other. But truth has received in a Court of Justice a 
fictitious importance, and the tendency outside is not to stamp 
a lie with the severe condemnation which it really merits. In 
the desire to secure veracity in our tribunals the interests of 
truth generally have been overlooked, they have been com- 
pletely lost sight of; and society suffers in all its dealings in 
order that a result may ensue, which deeper investigation into 
the subject must prove to be not obtained. In ordinary deal- 
ings, and in ordinary conversation, we frequently find indi- 
viduals not only pledging their honours, but willing to give 
their oaths as guarantees of the correctness of their assertions, 
and our common experience teaches us that when such guaran- 
tees are offered those individuals are lying most. A show of 
candour too frequently indicates its complete absence; and 
when we hear a man prefacing his statements with the phrase 
*^ to tell you the truth " as a sort of advance guard, we may 
look out for being deceived in some way or other. Assuredly 
the injunction ^^ swear not at all," possesses more meaning 
than the heated controversies of sects have allowed us to 
perceive. A keen observance of human nature on the part of 
the Founder of Christianity, which is manifested again and 
again in other philosophic reflections, prompted these words ; 
and the attempt of Paley* to show that they were inapplicable 
to judicial oaths entirely fails principally because he misappre- 
hended their meaning. " Let your communications be yea 
and nay, for whatsoever is more than these cometh of evil/' 
♦ M. & P. Philosophy Bk. HI, P. 11, c. 16. 
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these words show the idea present to the mind of the speaker 
that truth is disserved by the addition of an oath. Were truth 
sacred in the market pbu;e^ its character would not, and could 
not, suffer when uttered in a Court of Justice. Rid truth in 
the latter case of its unwholesome surroundings, let it stand 
out in its own abstract greatness and importance, and we shall 
be sure of truth being spoken in the street, and consequently 
more sure than at present of securing it in our tribunals. 

Supposing, however, the proposition incapable of proof that 
truth suffers by being considered something higher when uttered 
before a wig and gown than it is when spoken in other relations 
of life, still the taking of an oath can only be justified on grounds 
of expediency. It must be shown, first, that the religious sanc<^ 
tion is of avail where simple and unaided conscience would 
be weak and insufficient, and, secondly, that our lives and pro^ 
perties are really protected by the notions which people are 
supposed to entertain upon being put through the oath formula. 
Parenthetically it may be observed that with the legal sanction 
we are not at present concerned ; that in some shape must 
always be maintained. The history of the law of evidence 
would furnish us with curious information on this subject, but 
to one only of its chapters need reference now be made, 
namely, to that which tells of the times when men, so far mis- 
trusting each other, feared to examine parties in a cause, or 
even any persons interested, however remotely, in the result; 
and when justice was but too often defeated from the absence 
of any one who could testify tp the matter in dispute save the 
plaintiff or defendant, and neither could be a witness. '^ Nemo 
in proprid causd testis esse debet " we borrowed from the civil 
law. " If the rules of exclusion," says Taylor, " had been 
really founded, as they purported to be, on public experience, 
they would have furnished a most revolting picture of the 
ignorance and depravity of human nature." At the com- 
menoement of the present century, Jeremy Bentham called 
attention to the absurdities of our system of evidence, and but 
16 years have passed since complete justice in this respect has 

VOL. XXIV.— NO. XLVIII. X 
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been done to that shrewdest of jurists. In 1833 interest 
ceased to be an objection to a witness ; ten y^ars later the 
person who had committed a crime was no longer excluded 
from the witness-box. In 1846 the English County Courts 
began to experiment on the eyidence of plaintiffs and defendants 
and their wives, but it is was not till 1851 that, the experiment 
having proved successful, Lord Brougham was able to induce 
Parliament to let in such evidence in almost all crises. Nor is 
the day now far distant when the mouth of a prisolier (Jan any 
longer be kept dosed. Yet, when Bentham's views began to 
be accepted, there were not wanting false prophets in abun- 
dance, who foretold the committal of the most dreadful per- 
juries. 

Without entering into the various views as to what consti- 
tutes the essence of an oath, its supposed advantages cannot be 
more strongly stated than in the' words of John Pitt Taylor. 
He says : — 

" The wisdom of enforcing the rule, whict requires witnesses to 
bo sworn, cannot well be disputed ; for although the ordinaiy defini- 
tion of an oath — viz. * a religious asseveration, by which a perseu 
renounces the mercy and imprecates the vengeance of Heaven if he 
do not speak^ the truth ' may be open to comment, since the design 
of the oath is, not to call the attention of God to man, but the atten- 
tion of man to God ; not to call upon Him to punish the wrong-doer, 
but on the witness to remember that He will assuredly do so; still it 
must bo admitted that by thus laying hold of the conscience of the 
witness the law best ensures the utterance «f truth." (§ 1247.) 

Again wo ai*o brought back to conscience as the something 
which is to be laid hold of for securing truth ; it is the witness^ 
conscience which is to be affected, and hence the meaning of 
the question — ^' Do you believe that oath binding on your 
conscience." We have seen, however, that the moral faculty 
is not supplied with new strength by the administration of im 
oath. It is our common exj)erience that the religious sanction 
of the oath docs not deter a dishonest witness, though the legal 
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J^enallies for peijiuy nndoiibtedlj tieqaeDtlj db; It is bat 
iaUoni, too, that the witneso pays any heed to the officer ctf 
the court who perfomw the daty of swearing the witnesses ; his 
aoind ii full of other thoughts, and if perchance he should give 
niarked attentioii to the hurried words spoken by the officer, 
the jttiy receires hia evidence with caution. A witness is 
Mvet shaken by being reminded that he is on his oath, nor 
dote the question — the resort of the ^ powerful feebles "--*'' by 
the rirtue of your sacred oath do you swear so and so ? " at all 
frighteik him* * Litigants frequently know, frequently imagine, 
that certain witnesses could, if they would, give certain evi- 
deuce; they have been unaUe in conversation to get the 
desired admissions, but they seem to think that the swearing 
bo6k hflBS a magic spell. Despite the advice to the contrary of 
their lawyers, they have these persons placed in the witness* 
bojEj and the result is the usual one. A too frequently recur- 
ring iUustration of ^this is in the examination of defendants 
to fx^re shop^ebts due by them to the representatives of 
deoeased traders^ where the deceased was the only other person 
who could have given evidence. 

That It is the regard for truth itself, unclothed with mystid 
rites, which secures reliable evidence in our tribunals, receives 
additional oorrdbovaftion by resort to negative proof. For in- 
stance^ we are often informed that the Judges of courts estab- 
lished by the British rule in various countries over the earth 
ave eontinuaUy puzsled to discover in those localities, wh^re 
mendadity is the normal condition of the people, the real factual 
of the cases tiiey are called upon to decide. Before a class- 
fellow from the halls of this college,* now a Judge in India, the 
following case was presetited : — The plaintiff, a money-lender, 
ocHnplained that he had agreed with the defendant to leiid him 
100 rupees, that he had given him 20 on account, and tJbiat the 
remaining 80 were to be given on his coming and executiDg 
the bond for repayment, but the defendant never returned to 
execute the bond, and he refused to pay back the 20 ruj eeaf 

* Queen's College, Belfast. 

T 2 
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advanced. The defendant replied that he had required a 
loan for a few days, that he had signed a bond to the plaintiff 
for 100 rupees, but only received 20 oh account, the plaintiff 
saying that he would give him the remainder on the following 
day, but, in the meantime, defendant discovered he could do 
without tlic luau, so he repaid the plaintiff the 20 rupees lent, 
and got back his bond, which he produced. Each party set 
forward witness after witness in support of his case, the Judge 
adjourned again and again, and, at the time I heard the story, 
was unable to come to any decision. Olden times would have 
suggested " wager of law," some ordeal, or the " decisory oath,'* 
and the Judge under the civil law would have exercised his 
discretion, and administered the '' suppletory oath." * But 
who shall say that truth would any the more have been dis- 
covered ? It is not a little remarkable that the great foreign 
jurist Pothier, in speaking of these additional oaths, said : — 

^' I would advise the Judges to be rather sparing in the use of these 
precautions, which occasion many perjuries. A man of integrity 
does not require the obligation of an oath to prevent his demanding 
what is not due to him, or disputing the payment of what be owes ; 
and a dishonest man is not afraid of incurring the guilt of perjury. 
In the exercise of my profession for more than forty years, I have 
often seen the oath deferred, and I have not more than twice known 
a party restrained by the sanctity of the oath from persisting in what 
he had before asserted." f 

Had it occurred to that great jurist, when he used these 
words, that oaths in general might be dispensed with altogether, 
the very same view he must have applied to the entire class, 
which he held with reference to the limited and extraordinary 
class then under his consideration* Perhaps, too, the earnest 
student of our great English jurist would discover that he 
questioned the utility of all oaths.^ 

* The civil law permitted litigants to tender the "decisory oath," 
the one to tlie otLer, be who refused it lost his cause. It was the 
Judge's privilege in doubtful cases to administer the " suppletory 
oath ** \o either partr. 

t OhligatlonB, by fcvlais, s. 831. + Bentham, Evidence, bk. 2, c. 6. 
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The opinions^ however^ of great jurists need hardly be 
quoted for judges and juries who are supposed^ next after the 
witness^ to be impressed with the oath taken by him, throw 
aside altogether the consideration that the evidence has been 
sworn to ; and in their decisions they are wholly gruided by 
the credibility of the facts, which, in their eyes, receive no 
additional confirmation from the oath, nor does the oath, on 
the other side, lend to the opposing statements any strength 
whatever. And this seems to have been always the case, for 
we find one of our oldest law books in ordinary use, speaking of 
the " demeanor of the witness and his manner of giving evidence 
as oftentimes not less material than the testimony itself." * 

Our lives and properties are not protected by the oath, nor 
does its imposition afiect the conscience ; on grounds of expe- 
diency therefore it fails to be serviceable. Moreover, we have 
seen that the interests of truth generally are prejudiced by the 
fictitious importance attached to an oath. On an examination 
of the question, then, both negatively and positively, the 
conclusion is forced upon us that public policy demands an 
alteration in the swearing laws. There is hardly a sin against 
society which is not referable to a disregard of truth ; society 
may make laws to punish and deter, but the root of the evil 
remains untouched ; we lop off* branches and hope to preserve 
the dying tree ; it is useless, the old story repeats itself. Let us 
follow however in the footsteps of an enlightened religion, and 
proclaim the securing of truth to be the great object of earthly 
laws. By truth we do not mean the metaphysical mirage often 
discoursed upon, but real, earnest, substantial truth, that we 
can lay hold of, and assure ourselves that this fact is real and 
tliat one indisputable, that this man's word is his bond and 
that man's honour imimpeachable. Let it be our object to 
secure truth in all relations of life, and then will be attained 
the end of all laws — that men should live happily together. 

* Starkie, Ev. 647, 822, 4th ed. 
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Abt. Vni.— legal ethics of the FENIAN 
STATE TRJALS. 

IN Mtother Bubdivudon of this number we hare collected tiie 
correBpondence between tbe prisoner's counsel at the late 
Bpeoial commiBsion in Mancbeeter^ and Mr. Justice Blackburn, 
on the subject of the .pretended privilege of persons under 
arrest for felony or treason, or rather of persons sympathi:;ing 
with such, to murder constables having them in charge, imder 
informal warrants, or even under warrants of which neither 
the formality nor <he informality can be ascertained. We 
have added to the collection a most remarkable papev <m tiie 
same subject, from the . pen, it is said, of Sir E. Van^an 
Williams, late Justice of the Common Pleas, which appeared 
in the Times newspaper, a day or two before the close of -the 
year. That exhaustive exposition, the concise but ek ar state- 
ments of Mr. Justice Bfeckbum, and tbe approval of the ^wfcole 
body of Judges, will doubtless fail to dissipate the crotchets of 
a few weak minds, which <5annot grasp the difficulty of applying 
to the simplest of cases the clearest of 'pt^cedents. There 
will continue to be those who conceive, that «very member of 
a confederation of armed assassins, who carries about with him 
a loaded revolver for use in the prosecution of the -common 
design, in a -country where the Texan habit <3fi wearing such 
weapons has not yet been adopted or even permitted, is in 
precisely the same -case with a gentleman in a court dress, 
of whidi a rapier is a necessary part; or with a beau of 
the last century who always, at home and abroad, carried 
the same appendage by his «ide, and was sometimes, upon 
fludden heat, provoJked to draw it. Like Fkiellen in sim- 
plicity, but unlike him in <stLve «nd prudence, ther« will still 
exist such drawers of comparisons between men of Macedon 
and of Monmouth. Of such reasoners it may be said, as of the 
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poor^ that ^^ tiiey «r6 always with us/' and '^they shall never 
perish from the land/' beeaose of our sins^ which, doubtless, 
des^rre that chastisement. But all the rest of our race, and 
here we shall not pay our Transatlantic cousins the ill compli- 
ment of making them an exception, will heartily and readily 
rejoice over the vindication which common law and common 
sense have thus received from learned and impartial judges, 
against tiie dull perverters of both. 

Yet the satisfaction will not be unmingled with a certain 
sense of Eiiame that such a vindication should have been 
needed. It is not pleasant to think that other nations are 
laughing at us. For the Fenian trials have presented more 
than tJie ordinary amount of this touch of the ridiculous, by 
which, according to the satirist, all " res humanas " are beset. 
It was, indeed, most ludicrous to hear these rowdies from over 
the sea lifting up their voices, in person and by deputy, on 
the side of law, order, and the sacredness of life. A very 
^ flebile ludibrium " indeed. If only our silly people at home 
had had the wit to laugh, not cry, over the melodrama, or the 
discernment to hiss from the stage the mummers, who even 
now are Ixying to give it a new run in town or provinces. 

Since we are to b^eve these people, we must believe : ( 1 . ) That 
the combination of the 1 1th September last, which was meant 
to result, and did result, in the dastardly assassination of an 
honest constable, by the hands of some Forty Thieves armed 
with revolvers, and deriving all their courage from the know* 
ledge they had that he was entirely unarmed and at their 
mercy, was nothing more than one of those charming eccen* 
tricities which, in Irishmen, are not only pardonable but 
natural, and therefore innocent — ^a doctrine which, to do them 
justice, is not their own, but borrowed from the second-hand 
ethics of the school of Arrah na Pogue, Colleen Bawn, and 
such like mysteries of modem drama: (2.) That every man 
who would put down their pastimes, is to be presumed to be 
acting without lawful warrant and in his o.vn wrong, and 
therefore -at his own peril : (3.) That it was the duty of the 
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Judges of the land to have so dealt with the latest (but 01165 
alas !) of such outbreaks of the playful Irish humour^ and the 
duty of society at large to have seen that their Lordships did 
so deal with it :— and (4.) That the Judges in particular, and 
society in general, having grievously neglected to walk in those 
ways, the bonds of allegiance to Law and Order are for ever 
snapped asunder, and all and sundry are admitted to that state 
of things, which arose when there were no judges in Israel, 
and every man did that wluch was right in his own eyes. The 
Clerkenwell massacre, in short, was the natural and inevitable 
consequence of the hanging at Manchester of the three brutal 
murderers of poor Brett. It was a just reprisal on the part of 
their pals, for the verdict of the jury, the sentence of the 
court, and the execution of that sentence by the hands of 
Calcraft. 

All this is so loathsome and reyoltiDg, that one cares not to 
do more than record it, for the edification of posterity. But, as 
already observed, there comes into view now the absurd and 
laughable side of the position taken by our pro-Fenian critics. 
Brett is not proved, they say, to have had upon him, when 
murdered, a formal felony warrant for the detainer of the two 
caitifis, Kelly and Deasy, then in his charge, and for whose 
rescue from his custody that murder was planned and carried 
successfully into effect. That they were charged with felony 
is admitted ; that there was probable ground for the charge is 
not denied ; that he had no formal warrant to detain them is 
not asserted, much less made out. The case against Brett is 
simply as above stated ; that the formal warrant is not now 
to the fore — it having been inadvertently destroyed imme- 
diately after his murder — ^and it must, therefore, be presumed 
that he had no such wai'rant ; because the maxim, as already 
hinted, of pro-Fenian jurisprudence is, '^Contra pacis custodem 
omnia praesumuntur." It makes nothing to the case, they say, 
that there was good secondary evidence of the contents of the 
destroyed original. It is of still less consequence that, at the 
precise moment of the murder of Brettj^ he was acting not 
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immediately under that warranty but under the common-place 
authority of a magisterial remand, pendente examine of the two 
alleged felons. Least of all things, in their eyes, is that legal 
consideration which the mere character of peace-officer in this 
peace-loving land has hitherto been allowed to confer upon the 
person of him who bears it, ^' Contra pacis custodem omnia 
pnesumuntur," is the maxim of the rowdy school of Hibemo- 
American jurists. 

To the contempt of our English people, these ravings of the 
ignorant and vile would have been left by us, but for the 
regretted sanction which they appear to have received from 
some members of our own Bar. Far be it from any Englishman 
to set bounds to the latitude of defence, or to the liberty of the 
counsel who defends ; and, least of all, where the issues are 
those of life and death. If the (undated) document which 
bears the signatures of ** W. Digby Seymour, Q.C. ; Michael 
O'Brien, S.L. ; Ernest Jones ; James Cottingham ; and 
Lewis W. Cave," and which was laid before Blackburn and 
Mellor, J. J., after the sentence of the Manchester murderers 
had been left there, it would not have been within the com- 
petence of any man to blame the zeal of those who laid it. 
They had failed to convince the Court and jury at the trial, and 
they had every right to renew the attempt, however desperate, 
whilst yet there was time, and to avail themselves of what- 
soever grounds — no matter how technical and hollow — which 
seemed open, whereon to question the finding or to arrest the 
execution of the judgment. And the worst that would have 
been said of that particular document, had it been allowed to 
rest there, would have been that which Mr. Justice Blackburn 
said of it in his reply to Mr. D. Seymour (20th November, 
1867), that " it contained nothing that was new to the judges, 
but it put all the authorities in the light most favourable for 
Mr. D. Seymour's clients." All else would have been for- 
gotten ; all; even to *' the cordial shaking of hands'* with the 
condemned murderers in the dock ; a public scandal, imputed, 
by certain newspaper reports, to some of their counsel, by the 
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rest to all; and not disclaimed to diis hour by any one of thoi^ 
gentlemen. 

But that was not to be. On the very day which witnessed 
the despatch of the learned Judge's reply (20th November^ 
1867)5 Mr. p. Seymour^ ^^ having his permission to publish 
it," — and to that there could be no objection — thought fit to 
do so in the form of an appendix to a circular letter from him- 
self to the London newspapers of the same date, in wluch be 
declared ^^ his matured and deliberate conYiction to be that 
the opinion of himself and his learned friends was law " (jumI 
implicitly that the ^^ opinion " of the presiding Judges at the 
trials — concurred in, as appears from Mr. Justice Bkckburne's 
reply, by " the other Judges," after the expiry of the Com- 
mission (unanimously '' concurred in^ according to the Secre- 
tary of State),* — was not law ;" that the impropriety of their 
refusal to respite the execution of the convicts, and res^*ve for 
appeal the question of the aQeged informality of Brett's pro- 
ceedings, *^ must occur, to every lawyer y and indeed to every 
citizen uninfluenced by prior opinions^ or^ it may be, prejudices;*^ 
and that, in so refusing, they had alike^ departed from prece- 
dent and from the protective vigilance and impartiality which 
had always characterized the administration of the criminal law 
in England." There is no exaggeration, surely, in suggesting 
that, by the circulation of that most unhappy appeal from the 
ministers of justice, to the not equally qualified multitude 
without the sanctuary, '^ the administration of the criminal 
law in England " was brought into imminent peril of hatred 
and contempt amongst the Queen's EngUsh subjects; and the 
unreasoning hostility of a very large body of her Irish sub- 
jects to the administration of that law in any shape was hugely 
fomented and strengthened. 

To Mr. D. Seymour himself — for none of the ether counsel, 
so far as it is known, have adopted the terms of his letter to the 
pubUc press — the answer is of the simplest : — for assertion, 

• Speech of Secretary Mr. Hardy, M.P., (•21st Xovember, 18C7), in 
reply to Mr. Maguire, M.P. (Morning Star, 22]id November, 1867). 
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without «gni»OTt» can be met onlj by a return in kind* In hia 
own woiE^ be may be tdd that '' every lawyer, and every 
eitizen uninfluenced by prior opinions or prejudices " deplores 
the wtoward and unseemly assumption of which he has been 
guilty in dnawing ad aliud exameii the solemn determination 
(rf the law hj the mouths of its ministers. But the so-called 
exposition of that law, contained in the written argument of 
hii^s^ and his fellow counsel for the convicts, was entitled to 
a 1^80 summary treatment, and it has not been so treated. It 
des^ved a deliberate consideration, and it has received that 
consideration^ not only from the two learned Judges to 
whom it was addressed, but, as we have already seen^ from 
all their brethren of the Common Law Bench. And it has 
been utterly, finally^ and to the satisfacton of ** every lawyer 
and every citizen^ uninfluenced by prejudices^" refuted and 
condemned. For the second time in the year which has just 
passed aw^y^ th^ p^opU of Co^od have been able to congra- 
tulate themselves tbat^ in the same matter of the heretical 
te^Mchings pf Qlub Lawj or, in Carlylean phrase, the Mights of 
Man, — 

" The bane and antidote are both before tiiem.*' 

The summer of 1867 witnessed the burning up of one 
BOttl-4e9troying sham: — ^the winter has witnessed another; 
and 4m both occasions the righteous anger of the judiciary 
inspired tiie blast which kindled the conflagration. The terrible 
delusions of the Jamaica or Market Drayton School about 
Martial Law^ as preached by the Adderleys and Finlasons^ 
were, in so many words^ put forth by the Fenians at Manchester^ 
to justify their own errors and their own practices. The law 
has pronounoed upon both the same condemnation. If only 
the injustice of party had not intercepted the coosequence, 
in the {omnor ease^ of that condemnation ! 

jy^d whilst the orderly and loyal are effectually reassured, 
let us trust that the wretched disturbers of their peace will 
be as effectually deterred by that timely vindication of English 
law and justice. It is painful to think that it was called for ; 
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that there existed at so late a date^ to use the language of 
Sir E. Vaughan Williams, so much likelihood that " the recent 
acts of violence to constables engaged in the arrest of persons 
charged with treason felony would be repeated for want of a 
clear understanding of the law." That the likelihood existed, 
there can be no doubt. But we hope that, in the presence of 
this lesson which the ignorant have now had, that danger has 
for ever passed away. We hope it, not only in the interest of 
their possible victims, but in their own. Again to borrow the 
words of the same learned exposition, ^Hhe safety of both officers 
and accused persons" is concerned in that. The conclusion to 
which its author has come is one which cannot be too often 
inculcated upon the minds of all the inhabitants of this realm, 
— of true men and thieves, of loyal men and traitors, of peaceful 
Englishmen and rowdies from foreign parts — that *' a person 
charged with treason felony, wheresoever found within the 
kingdom, may be taken and detained for trial upon probable 
cause of suspicion, without warrant; and that, if he resists 
to the death a known officer of the law, he will be guilty of 
murder." 

Other considerations of a somewhat more important kind 
than those miserable quibbles about the techinal wording of a 
warrant, have surged up in the course of the same trials, 
which are exciting attention upon both sides of the Atlantic. 
" The morose and violent President," as miscalled by our contem- 
porary the Revue de deux Mondes, which makes no allowance for 
adventitious excitements whenever it forms an estimate of its 
man, is making capital out of one of those questions for the 
November election. Flesh and blood, according to Andrew 
Johnson, can abide no longer the European doctrine of ^' nemo 
potest exuere patriam," nor even that of his own country, 
which inculcates the revertibility of allegiance upon resumption 
of the domicile of the birth. The White House strongly recom- 
mends that the attention of Congress be directed from the Presi- 
dent's mis-doings to that question or any other, which promises 
a rupture, — ^perhaps a war — with England, or with France, or 
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North Germany, or any other country of the " Old World ; " — 
Busflia of course excepted, which is not European at all, but 
Asiatic. Down to the date of the despatch of the last telegram, 
the foresight of Congress Hkd not been so far over-reached by 
the dark sayings, nor its sobriety so far affected by the 
seductions and stimulants, thus liberally supplied by the 
eccentric President, as to fall into his trap. Re-construction 
goes on, thank God I and in a few months the place of Mr. 
Andrew Johnson will know him no more. 

Still, the controversy which has thus been opened upon 
Lord Stanley, *' though it appear a little out of fashion," 
is a something to be grappled with, not a feather to be '* doffed 
aside and bid to pass." We might have thought that a more 
graceful way of presenting it would have been preferred, but, 
since it is otherwise, we must even deal with it as it comes, 
and settle it, if we can, for ever. There will be practical 
difficulties, — great difficulties withal, — in the way of a final 
settlement ; for, after all, we shall have to rely upon the good 
faith of nations, too prone to cast upon our own good faith 
injurious and undeserved imputations. Still it is so evidently 
for our interest to meet them half-way, nay, if they will not 
make advances, to meet them upon their own frontier, and 
there to yield up the whole " Clanjamphrey" of loafers, and 
outcasts, over whom they seek, and we altogether eschew, to 
extend the aegis of protection, that we really see no insuperable 
obstacle to a satisfactory arrangement. The English people 
are not, and never were, enamoured of the doctrine of Lord 
Keeper Egerton, and Sir Edward Coke, commonly called " the 
rule in Calvin's case ;" and it is shrewdly suspected that if those 
carpet-jurists were allowed to leave their appointed place, and 
re-visit Whitehall, they would find, to their disgust, that even 
the courtiers are now-a-days of the mind of the people of 
England. Let other nations, which. need the raw material of 
labour, and are not squeamish as to their methods of " using it 
up,'* compete, each with the other, for the happy privilege of 
natural intercommunion with the dregs which our society has 
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worked off. We need no such help, nor such defenders* 
We may marvel at their taste who covet and claim any one, 
from amongst the whole drove, even as the bold Dake of Bur- 
gundy marvelled, according to Sir Walter Scott, at the prayer 
of Tristan L'Hermite, ill one such case, and only one, on the 
part of the King of iVance : — 

" So please your Majesty and your Grace^ this piece of game is 
mine, and I claim him. He is marked with my stamp. The fleur- 
de-lis is branded on his shoulder, as all men may see. He is a known 
Villain, and hath slain the King's subjects, robbed churches, 
deflowered virgins, slain deer in the royal parks ** 

But, even as the bold Duke interrupted that claimant at this 
point, there is not a true man in England but would blithely 
do the same, and tell Mr. Andrew Johnscm, '^ Enough! 
enough 1 he is our cousins' property by many a good title."* 

It may, therefore, be very safely prognosticated^ that as 
soon as the mode of operation has been settled between those 
high contracting parties. Lord Stanley, with the hearty assent 
of the English people, will feel no difficulty at all, in enabling 
Mr. Andrew Johnson to ent^ into fruition of the undivided 
allegiance of every fugitive from justice within the Union, bo 
far as Her Majesty has any claims upon him ; but without 
prejudice to his right to shift his allegiance again to somebody 
else, and so on, toHes quoties, vrith every change of domicile ; a 
contingeiiey which, if experience be worth mueh as a gttide to 
judgment, is not unlikely to be both frequent and sudden of 
occurrence. 

There remain yet two questions to be settled between the 
same authorities : the validity, namely, of the rumored pi*otcs- 
tion from the cabinet of Washington agwnst the power of the 
Queen's courts of justice, to sentence criminals tried and found 
guilty before them of crimes done or attempted here, but 
hatched within the jurisdiction of the United States. It seems 

* Quentin Durward, chapter xxziii. (Abbotsford Edition) Waverley 
Novels, vol. viii. p. 287. 
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to haye been gravely argaed (if not by Mr. Seward, then by 
some one more officioas organ of the President), that crimes of 
that category are ^' extra-territorial" in the largest sense of the 
word. In the United States they cannot be tried^ because 
they are crimes committed^ if at dii^ against a foreign power^ 
and in the United Eangdom they must not be tried^ because 
wheresoever else they may have been brought forth or misoar- 
ried; they had the inappreciable honour of being conceived in 
the United States, or some one of the territories thereof. It 
were the merest waste of time to condescend to one syllable of 
protest against a pretention so absurd as this. When it comes 
officially before Lord Stanley, it will surely be treated accord- 
ing to its demerits* 

Very nearly the same is to be said of the other question 
submitted, or to be submitted, by Mr. Adams to the Foreign 
Secretary of State, but which, it is surmised, will be even less 
hurtful to England than those breechloaders, which the Presi- 
dent has lately restored to the doughty assasrins, for service once 
more in Canada, That question is meant to raise one of the 
most monstrous pretentions that ever crossed the Atlantic :-^^ 
the claim, namely, of every Irish felon to be tried by a jury 
de medietate lingiKB here for crimes committed here, if only the 
United States have honoured themselves by making him a 
ci^en. The pretention is not without its supporters on this 
side of the water. But, strange to tell, they are the same 
persons whose fury waxes to a white heat, whenever the 
cynical sneer of Lord Lyndhurst against the ** aliens" of Ire- 
land, is disentombed from the grave of departed epigrams. 
" Justice to Ireland!" has ceased to be the cry. Neither 
" Justice" nor " Ireland " is now the puppet of those spoiled 
children, for ever crying for the moon. They have taken it 
into their crazed brains that they ought to be aliens without 
the disabilities of aliens, and with all the rights of natural- 
bom subjects. Alien enemies, with the privileges of that cha- 
racter, yet with perfect exemption from the laws of war. Alien 
friends, with permission to violate every honourable observance 
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due from such^ and yet with the right to partake, under the 
mis-used name, of every immunity which the hated law of 
England, far exceeding in her haughty bounty the largest theory 
ever dreamed by sophists of the comity of nations, has, from 
the earliest days of the monarchy, bestowed upon the '^ stranger 
within her gates ;" and, having once bestowed them, has held 
sacred even in the worst of times. To state the pretention is 
to expose the madness of it ; for surely none but madmen could 
have conceived it, and it will find favour with none but those 
whom disease or drink have bereft of reason. 

We are told that ^' American citizens," that is to say, certain 
outcast Irishmen, convicted of treason and treason-felony by 
the verdicts of loyal Irish juries, ^' are now immured in English 
dungeons," and that ^' if we do not release them we must fight 
America." The explanation of the insane bluster is said to 
be, that the juries which tried them were Irish juries, and not 
mixed juries, and that they were therefore unduly convicted 
and condemned, and so the law of nations has been violated in 
their persons, and the holy right and duty of intervening for 
their protection has descended, like ^ Astrssa redux," upon the 
shoulders of Mr. Johnson's cabinet. It is, perhaps, not worth 
while to tell the ignorant declaimers, in their turn, that the law 
of treason was ever an exception to the privilege, even in the 
case of aliens in blood, '* improper judges," quoth Blackstone, 
(iv. Com. 352) *' of the breach of allegiance," and that no jury 
de medietate linguae was, in such a case, ever allowed by our 
law, although sometimes granted by a grace of the Crown^ 
(2 Hawkins, c. 43, s. 47,) even higher than the r^on of 
technicality. 

Let us say, then, that they mis-state at once the origin and 
the nature of the privilege, who suppose it to be claimable on 
the part of the expatriated subjects of Great Britain. The 
origin : — ^for it is unknown to the law of nations; it is peculiar to 
accursed England alone ; it is the mere creature of a municipal 
law, introduced by a Plantagenet king, or tyrant, if that name 
be liked better. The nature : — because, — as its name imports. 
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de medieiate Ungues, — (whicb^ for the oonvenience of our 
critics, maj be here translated into the yemacolar, " of moiety 
of langnageQ the priyil^e was contrived, not by way of 
balancing Frenchmen against native ESnglishmen, but simply 
with the humane purpose of securing to the culprit, if possible, 
the presence, in the jury-box, of a body of persons not strangers 
to his speech, whether or not themselves of his nation or of 
some other nations, and, in the latter case, aliens to his 
own nationality. The Act is still in the statute book, 
(28 Edw. m. c 13), and he who runs may read : — 

*' In all msaner of inquests and proofi,** such is its purport, "although 
the king be party, the <me half shall be denisens and the other half 
aliens, if so many aliens or foreigners be in the town or place, that 
be not parties nor with the parties ; and, if there be not so many 
aliens, then shall there be put as many aliens as shall be found in 
the same which be not parties, nor with the parties as afore is said ; 
and the remnant of denizens which be good mcD, and not suspicions 
to the one party nor to the other." 

The office of juror was in those days very different from 
what it is now. Then the juror was a witness or compurgator, 
as, indeed, in this very statute the phrase by which the 
entire jury is denoted is ** inquest and proof." At present 
every juror is a judge ; and no juror a witness. Yet the law 
is unchanged. The existing Jury Act (6 Geo. IV. c. 60) re- 
enacted the statute of Edward III. almost in as many words, 
and farther provided (s. 47.) that no alien juror should be 
challengeable for want of a freehold or other qualification re- 
quired by the new Act What place, then, is there in this jury 
system for the foot of the Irish traitor, naturalized or not 
naturalized in a foreign land? He cannot invoke the law of 
nations, for that law knows the " mixed jury'* not. He cannot 
invoke the letter of the statute-book, for to that statute-book 
he is known, not as alien, but as " felon in law," or " felon 
outlaw" only, because of his natural allegiance. He cannot 
invoke the spirit of the statute, for the language which he 

VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVIII. U 
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habitually usesj or mis-uses^ to the damage of himself and the 
country which gare him birth, is the English language ; the 
tongue of his own race^ moreover^ to the shame of that degenerate 
people be it said^ being entirely unknown to nearly every man, 
woman, and child amongst them above the peasant class. And, 
as it is extremely probable that every alien within this realm 
qualified to be his juror, be the nationality of that juror what 
it may be, is just as ignorant of the Erse, as he himself is, 
it is impossible to imagine that the Parliaments of Edward III. 
and George lY. had the case of the expatriated Irish culprit 
in their view, when they were considering how to secure to the 
foreigner upon liis trial ^' a moiety of his own language " upon . 
the inquest. 

But now the question has been nused, and some decision has 
to be taken upon it, as well as upon the other question already 
noticed, that of the indelebility of allegiance. No thoughtful 
citizen will be sorry for the coincidence of those two necessi- 
ties. The policy of that celebrated rule in Calvin's case, nemo 
potest exuere patriam, was always doubtful, and is now out of 
date. The jury, de medietate UngucSy was in its day a most 
useful and merciful corrective of the policy which, occasioned 
— (perhaps justified) — by the wars of succession between the 
houses of Plantagenet and Y alois, had, in the course of the pre- 
ceding fifty years, been gradually shutting out aliens from the 
common law equality of rights and functions amongst ^^aU 
men resiant within the realm." Nevertheless — 

Tempera mutantur : nos et mutamur in illis. 

The alien has regained by statute (7 & 8 Yict. c. 66) much, 
— and but for the bimgling way in which a later Act 
(26 & 27 Vict. c. 126) is worded, would have regained the 
whole, — of that equality before the law, of which he had been 
deprived by a series of enactments, commencing with an Act 
of uncertain date, (which, in the common editions, is entered 
as of the seventeenth year of Edward IL, but according to the 
Record Commissioners, without authority), is the first in that 
series. It is, at all events, certain that the enactment i^ 
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qaeation^ Statatnm de PrsrogatiyA Begis, is not older than 
the latter end of the reign of Edward I. (Statutes of the 
Bealm^ vol. i. p. 226 a). We seem to be resuming the libe- 
rality of practice in the striking of juries, which distinguished 
the ecHnmon law down to the passing of that statute. Alienage 
is not once mentioned in Britton, whose work shortly preceded 
the enactment, amongst the causes of challenge which he 
ennmerates,* nor indeed is there any mention of alienage as 
cause of any disability whatever in his book* The disabilities 
in question are in the course of repeal, if the repeal already 
attempted has been ineffectual But the jealousies which 
gave them birth have vanished long ago, and there is no 
fear of a revival. It is notoriously the practice, even now, for 
aliens to sit as jurors in ordinary cases. In the dominions of 
the Crown, beyond the Four Seas of these islands, the cha- 
racter of alien excludes no man from any jury list ; and, of the 
working of that equal system in the administration of justice to 
all the Queen's subjects, not one complaint has ever been 
whispered. There is much reason to hope that Parliament, 
when the report of Lord Enfield's committee is completed, 
profiting of the experience gained as well here as in those re- 
mote provinces of the empire, will not disdain to declare by 
law that which is even now the practice of our courts here, and 
to restore to all aliens domiciled within the realm their common 
law capacity to take the same part in all jury trials with their 
natural-bom fellow subjects. But when that is done, why 
should the anachronism of the clumsy privilege of the jury, 
^ de medietate linguae,'' be allowed any longer to encumber the 
statute-book? 

Six aliens, as the law now stands, are to be on the jury of 
every alien criminal claiming the benefit of the Act, and not 
being a criminal under charge of treason. They need not be his 
countrymen. It is possible that every man of them may turn 
out to be the native of some country with which his own 
country is not on good terms. It is even probable that every 
♦ Brittons Liy. II. c. 21. f. 135. 1 a. 
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one of them may have accepted a British naturalization^ and 
done his best in a variety of ways to get rid of the alien 
element within him, thereby approving himself to be in fact no 
better deserving of the confidence of the alien at the bar than 
any other subject of perfidious Albion. It is by no means un- 
likely that every man of them is a stranger to the prisoner's 
tongue. And it is much more than likely that not one of them 
has ever heard of him before, not at least so as to enable him 
to speak favourably of his antecedents. But supposing all these 
chances to be in the criminal's favour, of what value will they 
be to him, unless the aliens come into the jury-box with the 
deliberate intention of frustrating the inquiry and shielding 
the culprit ? Compurgation by jurors is abolished, and the ver- 
dict is not, as in days of yore, their testimony to character, but 
their judgment upon the facts of the charge. As for the func- 
tion of interpretation, that surely will be far better discharged 
by one of the skilled and sworn interpreters with whom we 
are so familiar, and whom those days of yore knew not. 

In point of fact the mixed jury itself had fallen pretty well 
into desuetude amongst ourselves when all this stir began before 
the Dublin Special Commission. It is very clear that the 
object of the movement was twofold : (1.) Iii the event of the 
claim being allowed, to swamp the jury-box with pretended 
aliens, that is to say with our own fellow subjects, Irish by blood, 
birth, and breeding, but each hailing from the United States 
of America, and pledged to acquit their brother conspirators : — 
And (2.) if the claim were, as it has been, disallowed, to 
make a grievance out of that; which, in time, might, with 
Mr. Johnson's help, be made a casus belli between the two 
countries. Between those two objects, it is difficult to pro- 
noimce by which of them the true end of the " mixed jury " 
was most completely and openly controverted and set at nought. 
But if, as seems too probable, it is to base uses like these, and 
to none other, that the institution is in future to be applied, 
surely now the time is come, when the reasons for deeming it 
useless for any good purpose ought no longer to escape the 
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attention of Parliament ; nowj when to that sufficient argument 
for repeal there is added the probability of its being made a 
very effectual means of domestic and international mischief. 

The writer is encouraged to submit these views to his 
readers^ by the reception accorded to them on the 13th ult., 
from the Jurisprudence Department of the Association for the 
Promotion of Social Science^ and by the timely appearance^ 
only three days later^ of the letter to the Times, signed 
" Historicus," on that subject^ by Mr. Vernon Harcourt, who 
had himself taken part in the proceedings of that meeting. 
Other indications might be mentioned^ of a growing desire 
amongst all thinking people^ to settle the law of justiciability 
of at least crimes of state — ^wheresoever perpetrated — ^upon the 
triple basis5 of the jurisdiction of the English Courts over the 
offenders^ if found here, — the abolition of the jury de medietate 
UnffucB in all cases, — and the recognition of the acquirement 
of the character of alien, by a natural-bom subject, duly 
naturalised abroad. 

If the adoption of those amendments into our jurisprudence 
should prove to be one of the results of the impression, pro- 
duced by Fenian outrages and pro-Fenian declamations upon 
the minds of our English public, we ought to feel abundantly 
comforted. It will go far to console sober men under affliction 
at the noisy counter-demonstrations from '* special constables," 
and " abhorrers," not always, as the Deptford Police Court 
testifies, themselves persons of unsuspected patriotism and 
unblemished loyalty to English law, 

T. C. Anstet. 



Art. IX,— the LATE EDWARD JAMES, Esq., 
Q.C., M.P. 

DIED at Paris, on Sunday, November 3rd, 1867, aged 
60 years, Edward James, one of Her Majesty's Counsel, 
and Member of Parliament for the city of Manchester. 
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Without a eingle Bymptom of decay, hale, vigorous, elastic, 
he had, with the close of the Liverpool assizes in August, closed' 
a year of extraordinary exertion and signal professional success. 
During the vacation he had been travelling in Switzerluid, 
and had reached Paris on his way home to resume his labours^ 
where, after a brief illness, he died. Apparently still in the 
prime of life, he seemed to bear the promise of many years, 
and larger honours yet in store. In Westminster Hall, and on 
his circuit, men speculated on his promotion, and his rivals 
fretted because there seemed no immediate opening for him ; 
none thought that death would clear him from their path. 
But so it was to be ; in the full maturity of his powers, at the 
height of his success, his place was to know him no more. 
The gap soon fills up. The business of life, and of the courts, 
rolls on ; able men waiting their turn in the rear-rank, step to 
the front ; the public perceive no vacant space, but we, of the 
robe, know well how few, if any, equal to himself, Edward 
James has left behind him. 

Not only was he the ablest advocate on his circuit, he was not 
inferior to any of his competitors in the Metropolitan courts. 
He was possessed of personal advantages denied to many 
others, perhaps, as learned or as eloquent as himself. He had a 
striking presence, with handsome and most expressive features, 
a clear and pleasing voice, a composure that nothing could 
disconcert, a dignity of bearing which never deserted him. 

Without being deeply read in the ancient lore and black- 
letter learning of the law, James was a sound practical lawyer. 
In one important branch — commercial law — he was thoroughly 
versed ; in all cases relating to the things which do come or go 
by the sea in ships he was entirely at home ; as an advocate in 
mercantile causes he had no superior or even equal at the Bar. 
His written opinions were clear and concise, intended as prac- 
tical guides to his clients rather than as legal essays; his 
arguments before the courts were always directed to the main 
question at issue ; he never wasted time or power on a sub- 
sidiary point. Here, again, clearness was his characteristic 
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quality; he always himeelf knew^ always made his hearers 
understand^ what he was driving at He possessed a keen sense 
of order ; his facts and his ailments always observed their 
due and logical sequence. Though a fluent and pleasing 
speaker^ to eloquence of the higher kind he had no pretensions ; 
he never could have excited or queUed the passions and feel* 
ings of a large or mixed audience ; his style was without orna- 
ment^ his ideas were not decked in the ^ttering vestments 
of oratory. Plain and sober was the dress which his speech 
habitually wore — a garb well suited for an advocate's daily 
use. He was^ however^ eloquent with the eloquence that 
arises from lucid arrangement of ideas^ of facts^ and of argu- 
ments^ and from language neat^ elegant^ and always adapted to 
his subject and his audience. Ease and simplicity were the 
characteristics of his style ; truly as an orator he was '* simplex 
munditiisy^ yet his speech bore witness to the well-stored mind 
within. No one of his contemporaries equalled James in the 
management of a cause ; he was unrivalled in his quick per- 
ception of when he had got enough for his purpose ; he never 
called a superfluous witness ; he rarely asked an unnecessary 
question. In opening his case it was easy to foUow the orderly 
and deliberate march of his narrativcj and when the time 
came to sum up or reply, concisely and compactly he would put 
the strength of his own, the weakness of his opponent's case, 
his retentive memory omitting no important fact, his well- 
guided tongae dwelling only on material, gliding lightly over 
dangerous, topics. He was excellent in the cross-examination 
of a hostile witness, extracting admissions and contradictions 
with a bland persistence that made obstinacy and prevarication 
alike unavailing. He could be very terrible, too, when roused 
by what he believed to be wilful falsehood, and those who 
paltered with the truth would be sorely wounded when they 
escaped from his hands. It should, however, be said that he 
never abused this power merely to win his causQ ; he used it 
only when he conceived the Interests of truth and justice de- 
manded its exercise. 
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Take him all in all^ James was consmnmatdy adapted to 
his position^ that of an advocate of large practice in the 
highest class of causes. He was zealous for his clientj dis- 
creet; sagacious^ learned^ and persuasive. But one grave fault 
marred these excellent qualities^ and this memoir would be 
more imperfect than it is^ did it make no mention of his 
defects : he was prone to take offence too often ; he imagined 
offence where none was intended. We wish to speak with 
all gentleness of the deadj but those who knew him best and 
esteemed him most could not fail to see how , often James's 
temper made his own life harder than it need have been; 
made things very hard for those who came into contact with 
him. In justice to him be it said that it was not to those 
below him that this acerbity showed itself ; to them he was 
gentle and forbearing, but to his opponents of equal poslticn 
he was not an agreeable adversary. He resented sharply any 
supposed imputation on his fairness ; on this point he was over- 
sensitive, and the offence was more often imaginary than real. 

We have said that James was unequalled in his manage- 
ment of a cause ; in this he would brook no interference, hence 
his too frequent unseemly differences with the Bench; at 
judicial interposition, which he deemed uncalled for, the 
whole man seemed to bristle in angry opposition, and he was 
then apt to forget the respect which every advocate, no mat- 
ter how distinguished, owes the court. 

We have alluded with sorrow to his faults, let the same page 
record his kindly heart, his untarnished honour, his indepen- 
dent character. Long pining for business before it came, 
no mean or truckling action was ever laid to his charge. He 
never sought to gain the favour of a client by any other arts 
than by the zealous discharge of his duties as an advocate — 
even in that he was careful of his self-respect : all that he 
could do for his client ''perfai' he did-— never did he stoop to 
gain a victory " per nefas:' He never took the wages of evil: 
in him high powers of intellect were united with the highest 
principles of duty ; this union may have retarded, but it con- 
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finned^ hia eventual succees. Such was the man whose career 
we now briefly trace. 

Edward James received his early education at the Grammar 
School of Manchester, his native town, and completed it at 
Brasenose College, Oxford, where he enjoyed, we believe, a 
scholarship connected with the Manchester School, and latterly 
one of the Hulme exhibitions. On leaving College, he 
became a student of Lincoln's Inn, and was called to the Bar 
in 1835, being then twenty-eight years of age. He married, 
we believe, in the same year, and settled as a provincial 
barrister in Liverpool, practising as a member of the Bar of 
the Northern Circuit, but principally in the local courts, 
civil and criminal, of that town. For some years he made 
little progress; with his powers in such a field this is un« 
accountable ; but so it was ; at one time despairing of ultimate 
success he sought a scholastic appointment — ^the mastership of 
the Wigan Grammar School — ^but happily he did not attain 
this object At length, as to every one who waits and watches, 
bis opportunity came. James had far more than ordinary 
ability: with such a man business led to business, and his 
superiority was manifested as the opportunities for display 
increased. After some years' residence in Liverpool, and having 
obtained the lead of the local courts, he removed to London, 
there, so far as metropolitan practice went, to begin the game 
again, and, for some time, his voice was seldom heard in the 
Courts of Westminster HalL Good fortune shone upon him 
at length : in 1852 he succeeded the late Sir Charles Crompton, 
on his promotion to the Bench, as Judge of the Court of 
Passage of Liverpool, which office he held until his death. 
His conduct as a Judge increased his reputation. To sound 
law he joined a warm love of justice ; he always strove that a 
case should be decided according to the right ; he was rapid in 
the disposal of his causes, but with him rapidity never led to 
wrong. 

In 1853 he obtained a silk gown, and became in due course 
a Bencher of his Inn; at this time the front row of the 
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Northern Circuit was crowded, and there seemed no room for 
another candidate for the great prize which James at 
length won — -the lead of his circuit. In the front rank 
were Knowles, the then leader — Watson, Wilkins, Bliss^ 
Warren, Hugh Hill, Atherton, Hoggins, and Stephen Temple. 
Death, promotion, or retirement has removed all these, save 
the last-named, James's successor as Attorney- General of 
the County Palatine, and the present leader of the northern 
circuit. Amongst these were some men of mark. Knowles 
was one of those men who are greater than they seem to 
be ; he rather shunned than courted notice, yet he was learned 
and humorous, and, though without eloquence, an advocate 
equal to every occasion ; he seemed to rise with the exigen- 
cies of the cause, and he justly held a foremost place amongst 
the men of his day, Wilkins, too, was a rough antagonist ; to 
him nature had been very prodigal of her gifts, and genius 
supplied in him most of the defects of imperfect training. In 
Hugh Hill the circuit boasted a great lawyer, who afterwards, 
for too short a period, was a great Judge. It was a loss to the 
nation as well as to the profession, when failing health com- 
pelled his premature retirement from the Bench. One other, 
junior to all these, we must name, who soon after came to the 
front rank, and in whom James found a formidable rival. We 
mean Sir James Wilde, the present accomplished Judge of 
the Court of Probate and Divorce. 

Five years made great changes, and, in the year 1868, we 
find James in good work in the northern towns of the circuit, 
and doing a fair share of the business at Liverpool, with Ather- 
ton and Wilde for his principal opponents. From this date 
his rise was rapid ; two years later Atherton became Solicitor- 
General, and Wilde a Baron of the Court of Exchequer; 
thenceforth to his death James held the undisputed lead of his 
circuit. Its oflScial leader, as Attorney-General for the county 
palatine of Lancaster, he became, on the retirement of Mr. 
Bliss, Queen's Counsel, we believe in the year 1863, and the 
attainment of this coveted post crowned his professional 
honours. 
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In 1865 he was elected Member of Parliament for the dty of 
Manchester, and a proud thing to him must have been his 
selection to represent his native city* Of his parliamentary 
career a friendly pen cannot write mth satisfaction; his friends 
were, in fact, disappointed with the figure he made in the 
House. He made no speech there at all worthy of his forensic 
reputation. Probably he entered Parliament too late in life 
to attain any great success in that arena. His was no uncom* 
mon case ; the great advocates of our Forum often fail in our 
Senate. 

Meantime, as years flowed on, his reputation at the Bar was 
steadily spreading, until at last, though late, the great city 
houses of Attorneyship eagerly sought his services and confided 
their weightiest causes to his hands. As his London connec- 
tion increased, he gradually withdrew from the northern towns 
of his circuit, and confined his attendance to the county of 
Lancaster. Short of ofiicial position, he had now all that his 
profession could bestow — an honourable name, an overflowing 
business, a growing fortune. The well-beamed honours of the 
Bench seemed in the early future, but earlier came the grave. 

His own court, the Court of Passage, was sitting (held by 
a deputy) at the time of his death, and was at once ad- 
journed out of respect for the memory of its late Judge. 
The attendant Bar sorrowfully dispersed; each man seemed 
to have lost a personal friend. In truth he deserved their 
regard, for he took the warmest interest in their welfare, 
and was ever ready to promote their interests. We have 
spoken of James only as a professional man; we do not 
intend to intrude upon his private life. This, however, let 
us add, that he was never seen to so much advantage as in 
his home^ there .the kindliness of his nature seemed to have 
full play ; he opened his house freely to the younger members 
of his circuit, and he was ever the genial courteous host 
with a warm welcome for every guest ; a welcome alas I 
which they shall hear no more. 

This is we feel a very imperfect sketch of the career of 
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Edward James; a very meritorious career we affirm it to 
have been. By his industry and talents he raised himself 
to great eminence in his profession; his name was never 
associated with anything mean or dishonourable ; he has left a 
high example of perseverance, of probity, and of independence. 
We lament him, as a good man, cut off in the early autumn 
of his days, ere his harvest was fully gathered — one deserving 
a high place amongst the Worthies of the English Bar. 

A. P. 
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Papers on Maritime Legislation ; with a Translation of the 
German Mercantile Law relating to Maritime Commerce. 
By Ernst Emil Wendt. London : Longmans. 1868. 

The Elements of Maritime International Law ; with a Preface 
on some Unsettled Questions of Public Law. By William 
De Bubgh, B.A., Barrister-at-Law, London : Longmans. 
1868. 

THE two books at the head of this paper are intended to 
supply a growing want of the age. It is an age of 
change ; in many respects an age of progress ; but in all re- 
spects an age of change. They who go down to the sea in 
ships have not escaped its influences. A general demand, as 
our readers are aware, for a revision of those laws which con- 
stitute what is called the maritime law of nations, in the sense 
of simplicity and uniformity, has occupied for many years past 
all the jurists and statists and chambers of commerce through- 
out the civilised world, and has excited the attention even of 
some communities lying far beyond it. '^ Lex omnibus una ** 
was the device which Lord Denman, upon his passage through 
the dignity of the coif to the chief seat upon the bench of jus- 
tice, chose for the rings, which, in compliance with an ancient 
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and kudable custom^ the new-made serjeant distributed that 
day amongst his well-wishers. '* Lex omnibus una " appears 
to be the device of all thinking people of the day, who lay 
their heads together to consider of the particular exigencies of 
their several states in relation to the law maritime. 

Mr. Wendt, we thinks has made out against our legislation^ 
of the last fourteen years at leasts a strong case of deviation 
from the comity and even from the obligations of that universal 
law of nations. He does not seem to be aware of the cause^ 
although a little acquaintance with our text-books, especially 
those of Mr. Maclachlan amongst British, and Mr. Parsons 
amongst North American lawyers, might have enlightened 
him upon that point. In plain language, it consists in the 
vulgar error, from which, however, learned men ought to have 
kept themselves free, of confounding the law maritime with the 
law merchant ; the former essentially and purely one of interna- 
tional origin, the latter partly of international and partly of 
municipal origin, but deriving all its municipal authority at 
least from the municipal law. 

It is not wonderful that the legislature, always more or less 
amenable to the old reproach of being " Parliamentum in- 
doctum," should have shared in the common error, so far as to 
undertake the making of new laws which were to bind all the 
mercantile navies in the world, in their relations with this country 
and its people, with the same indifference to received traditions 
and principles long established amongst all nations, as if the 
subject-matter had been the law of bills of exchange, or the 
law of promissory notes. 

It is impossible that the powerful and authoritative reprc 
sentations of so many important associations of underwriters, 
shipowners, and merchants, in whose name Mr. Wendt has 
come forward to expostulate with the Board of Trade, the 
legislature, and the constituencies of the realm, should not 
receive their full measure of respectful consideration, before 
the pending Bills for the re-adjustment of the Admiralty 
and Salvage jurisdictions, for the devolution of a portion of 
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those jurisdictions upon the County Courts of Liverpool^ and 
one or two other select ports^ and for the amendment and 
consolidation of the Acts relating to the Mercantile Marine 
are laid by Parliament at the foot of the throne. We 
earnestly commend his instructive and valuable compilation 
to the notice of those charged with the draughting^ the re- 
vision^ and the parliamentary conduct of these measures before 
it is too late. We urge this duty upon them^ in the spirit of 
the wise words of the late Lord Justice Knight Bruce, — ^words 
upon which^ not without reason, Mr. Wendt again and again 
lays much stress, for they contain the root of the matter : — 
** We ought not to forget that there are other people in the 
world besides ourselves.*' It would, indeed, be a matter of 
self-reproach and open shame to us, if the result of our desultory 
attempts to remove the municipal legislation of this kingdom, 
concerning the merchant shipping and seamen of foreign states^ 
from their only true and solid basis, the maritime law of nations^ 
to the tmcertain and unsafe grounds of local predilections and 
dislikes, — were to confirm in the minds of foreigners that 
feeling, which, it is very clear from Mr. Wendt's citations, 
they do largely entertain, and as to which we should be only 
too happy if we could believe them to be altogether ill-founded 
that, from the passing of the Merchant Shipping Act of 1854, 
down to the introduction of the Bills still pending in Parlia- 
ment, and to which We have already alluded, the tendency of 
our legislation and of our attempts at legislation, on the im- 
portant subjects which that Act embraced, has been to 
deprive foreigners of the advantage to themselves and to us, — 
for our national reputation depends upon our own fidelity to 
the traditions of the days of Lord Stowell, — of having justice 
administered to them by our courts, in conformity with the 
principles of the general miaritime law, and by virtue of 
a jurisdiction which the law of nations, itself parcel of the 
English common law, alone conferred ; because the matters to 
which it is applied are such as no Act of Parliament can 
lawfully bring within its own jurisdiction, or withdraw from 
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tliat of tke nnivenal and higher law. We refer particolarly 
to the commenta of the erudite author^ and the jastificatorj 
appendices accompanying his oommentSj upon our hasty and 
ill-considered legislation touching the flag, — ^pilotage, — collision^ 
— ^the limitation of liability for damages^ — salvage^ — wrecks, — 
and the law of maritime lien, (pp. I ; 86, 109 ; 126.) But 
the whole work is worthy of attention in this point of view, 
as well as with regard to the collateral question of an 
international mode of maritime law, and other such questions^ 
which are already familiar to the readers of this Magazine. 

We, therefore, do not hesitate to declare the "Maritime 
Legislation** of Mr. Wendt — albeit not himself an English 
lawyer — ^to be a most valuable contribution to the practical 
development of the science of maritime jurisprudence. 

The second book at the head of our paper will probably be 
considered by Mr. Wendt, to some extent, as illustrative of a 
danger which he, not without reason, more than once has 
pointed out (pp. 10, 8 1, and passtm\ that is to say, the decline 
of Admiralty lore, in proportion as the existing race of learned 
civilians dies out and those men replace them, who are alien to 
the learning of Scaevola, however well versed they may be in 
that of Archbold, of Chitty, or of Fonblanque. It certainly 
does look very like it when we are told, by one of the youngest 
aspirants to the old and venerable succession,* that it is only 
within the last few years that public law has found even a 
subordinate place in the studies of the English lawyer :*' that 
" questions and principles which, from the time of Grotius, 
have been familiar to continental jurists . . . have been, 
until lately, except for purposes of a special practice, and occa- 
sionally to serve a political purpose, left unnoticed by, and 
almost unknown, to the student of our laws ;" — that it is only 
"recentiy" that "some approach has been made to a sys- 
tematic teaching as an integral part of legal education of that 
body of law which governs the relations of independent com- 

* Preface on some unsettled qnestions, &c., to Mr. De Burgh's 
'< Elements of Maritime International Law/' p. ix. 
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munities both in peace and war; nay^ that there is reason as 
yet to fear that international law at large is hardly out of 
chaosj for that it is but recently that even any *^ efforts have 
been made by the reduction of the maxims of this branch of 
jurisprudence, to extend the knowledge and increase the in- 
fluence of those principles of the law of nations — ^the jus inter 
gentes — ^by whose rules the international transactions of civi- 
lised states must at all times be governed." 

It really takes one's breath away to read this astounding 
statement. Our recollections go back to the days of our young 
studies within the walls of University College, and elsewhere, 
when, albeit always destined for the courts of Westminster, and 
not at all " for the purposes of a special practice" (as, indeed, 
that practice — with the High Court of Admiralty where it 
flourished — was closed to us), we certainly were put to acquire, 
and, as we hope, did acquire, not only " the elements of inter- 
national law," but an ample stock of that learning of the 
civilians, without which, in those days, few well-advised 
" students of our laws" would have ventured to consider them- 
selves qualified to accost them. Lord Lyndhurst has not long 
left the scene of his fame. Lord Brougham stUl lives. Lords 
Cranworth, Wensleydale, and Westbury are still in the enjoy- 
ment of all their wonted vigour; the present Lord Chief 
Baron has infused new life into the court over which 
he presides ; and it was but the other day that Sir 
William Erie retired from the chief place upon the 
Common Bench. We are old enough to remember Sir James 
Macintosh; we have frequented the lectures of Austin, of 
Amos, of Park ; we have had the benefit of counsel and direc- 
tion from Burge, and Manning, and Groves, and Davenport 
Hill ; we see daily Sir George Bowyer. Sir William FoUett 
was lost too early ; but, in Sir Boundell Palmer, the Queen 
possesses amongst ^^Her Majesty's counsel learned in the 
law," one, in every sense, worthy of treading in his foot- 
steps. But the time would fail us were we to continue the 
enumeration of great lawyers of Westminster Hall, who have 
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been '* distinguished " and eminent withal^ for their thorough 
knowledge of the principles and practice of international laWj 
and yet were no " ciyilians.'* And, as to the wants which 
Mr. De Burgh appears to have found embarrassing, of some 
"system of maxims of this branch of jurisprudence," some 
"systematic teaching" thereof, some need, not only " in this 
country," but generally " in this age," of " a revival in the 
interest with which questions of public law are regarded, and 
an increase in the learning brought to bear on their investiga- 
tion," * he has been very unfortunate in his readings; that is 
all. A five minutes consultation of any law catalogue would 
have put him into possession of the names of a stock of books of 
the highest authority in the English, as well as in the principal 
continental tongues, containing all of those desiderataj which it 
appears, so far as he is concerned, are still desiderata^ and fully 
supplying every one of those yet unsatisfied wants. We 
cannot help adding, that they certainly have left no place at 
their table for any mere elementary treatise like this. Were it 
otherwise, we fear that neither the " Elements " of Mr. De 
Burgh, nor yet his '* Preface on some unsettled Questions of 
Public Law," would be considered of sufficient authority to 
fiUit. 

It were well if every young writer, before he rushies into 
print, would reflect upon that wise institution called " silent 
year," in Doctors' Commons, and " stage," at the Bar of Paris. 
Imperfect and ill conceived in many respects, the work on 
which we are forced thus to comment, bears traces of an 
ability and industry which give much promise of excellence 
for the season of maturity. Was it wise to anticipate the 
certain coming of that future time? If the learned author 
had bided that coming, the intervening years spent in the 
unceasing acquirement and digesting of the knowledge and 
experience most especially requisite for so great a work, would 
have enabled him to complete what is unfinished, to supply 

* Ih'ul. p. xlvi. 
VOL. XXIV. — NO. XLVIII. X 
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what id wanting^ to correct what needs amendmeBt in his 
manuBcriptf before committing it irrevocaUj to the press. He 
would have learned^ for instance, that ^ Maritime International 
Law ^ has its peaceful and commercial side, as well as its 
warlike side, and he would have made of the former by 
far the more important and predominant portion dE his book, 
instead of altogether excluding it, which is what he has 
actually done. He would have found time for the endeavour, at 
least, to enumerate the numerous unsettled '^ questions of public 
law'' relating to his subject-matter; whereas he has enumerated 
only three, oi which but one, the almost obsolete question as to 
the retro-active effect of war upon a previous embargo or cap- 
ture,* \A really any question of public law at alL The other two, 
viz., ^hat of the Alabama piracies,! and thai of the jurisdiction 
of the courts of a neutral state to enforce within its borders the 
laws and proclamations of foreign beBjgerentSy t are, as to the 
former, a mere controversy as to the application of an admitted 
principle of public law to disputed facts, and, as to the latter^ 
neither the one nor the other, but a question of municipal 
jurisprudence, in which, as our author himself shows (p. xlii), no 
foreign state, belligerent or not, has ever pretended to concern 
itself. 

Of making many booka there is no end Of late years this 
has been especially true of text books upon law. The worth 
of a law book, at l^ast, must greatly depend upon the labour 
spent in preparation and in performance. Every lawyer, no 
doubt, as Lord Coke tells us, owes to his precession a debt 
which he ought to disch^ge $ — the debt of his own Learning. 
But surely this is not the way to discharge it I 

* Ibid, p» xxiii^ f IbiL y. xii. J Ibid* p. xlii. 
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Abt. XI.— GUERNSEY PRISON, 

NEARLY one hundred yean have passed once Howard 
began his prison visiting, and by his phihmthropic labour 
revealed the cmel sufferings, to which men and women, con- 
victed or only even suspected of offences against the laws, 
were subjeeted by reason of the wretched and filthy condition 
of our gaols. 

The reforms he inaugurated have, of late years, made rapid 
pcogress. Our prisons are now substantial buildings, well 
adapted to the purpose for which they were erected, clean and 
wholesome, and fully sup]^ed with all requirements for the 
health of those confined within their walls. Nor have our 
efforts been limited to amending the physical condition alone 
of our prisoners. 

Our attention has also been turned, especially within the 
last few years, towards the best means, when their punishment 
shall be at an end, of preventing their ever re-entering the 
gaol doors; and though we cannot say we have done all that 
is needed towards accomplishing this desirable object, yet 
we may fairly congratulate ourselves on having made con- 
siderable pirogress on our road thither. But how must 
our satisfaction at tUs general improvement, alike in the 
construction and the object of our gaols, be dashed when 
we find that there still exists, within a few hours journey of 
the metropolis, a prison so bad, both in its external and internal 
arrangements, that it would be well-nigh impossible to adopt 
therein any expedients for the reformation of its occupants. 

This prison is in Guernsey, and is the only gaol in that 
island, yet in it there is no division of classes, nor is any labour 
imposed^ except grinding in the air at a crank — work which is 
almost enough to make those compelled to execute it positively 
loathe labour, although labour must be their only means of 
earning an honest livelihood, and a love of it would almost 

X 2 
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certainly prevent them ever re-entering the prison gate. We 
maj almost say there is no separation of the sexes^ for the 
cells for men and women are so near together, and the whole 
arrangement so bad,' that their inmates can easily converse. 
There is no bath^ or any other washing apparatus than a pump 
in the prison yard, where the male prisoners take exercise, and 
which is in full view from the gallery where men not sentenced 
to separate confinement loiter away their time. There is no 
infirmary, nor any acconmiodation for nursing prisoners in sick- 
ness ; these are, when seriously ill, received, as a favour, into 
the town hospital; but, of course, in that institution there are 
no means for their safe custody, and a patient from the prison 
did, in fact, make his escape from the hospitaL There is no 
schoolroom or schoolmaster, nor, indeed, is any secular instruc- 
tion profifered to the prisoners. There is no chapel ; one of 
the cells, 16 feet 2 inches by 10 feet 3 inches and 9 feet high, 
too dark to read in, being used for the performance of divine 
worship, if not employed as a place of confinement for debtors, 
for which it is needed when the rest of the gaol is full. We 
heard that at one time, when the prisoners were suffering from 
the itch, the chaplain, being afraid to go in among them, stood 
outside the cell ^and read the service, looking in through the 
window. In the chapel cell there is no screen to divide the men 
from the women, who often talk and laugh during the service. 
The chaplain stated to Mr. Perry, the prison inspector, that his 
exhortations were of no avail — the prisoners openly laughed at 
him. There is no kitchen, the cooking being done in the gaoler's 
residence. There is no prison-dress, nor any fund from which 
to purchase one ; the prisoners are obliged (except in cases of 
urgent need when clothing is occasionally supplied at the 
expense of the Crown) to wear their own, however ragged 
and filthy it may be. Lastly there is no female warder; the 
gaoler and his male assistant are the guardians of the womeni 
and can visit them at pleasure. Old and young, those await- 
ing their trial and those convicted, the mere lad with a first 
offence, and the hoary criminal sunk deep in vice, all herd 



Guernsey Prison, 309 

together^ with not even a t^sk (except the crank-labour which 
occnpiea but a small portion of the prisoner's time) to prevent 
the practised delinquent from teaching their less guilty com- 
panions how to follow their own vicious courses. Idleness^ 
the acknowledged root of all evil, must, truly, send forth 
vigorous shoots in the prison of Guernsey! Far were we 
from feeling surprise when the gaoler told us, on our visiting 
it in May last, that he believed offenders quitted its walla 
more depraved than they had entered. 

One would naturally conclude from what we have described 
that the island must be in a state of semi-barbarism — ^that its 
inhabitants, absorbed in their own pursuits, neither icnow nor 
care how their erring fellow-citizens are treated. Nothing 
could be more unjust than such a conclusion. Any person 
visiting Guernsey must perceive that he has entered a well- 
ordered community, where the laws are respected, the poor 
cared for, the children educated, and the sick tended. Each 
parish has its school, provident and temperance societies are in 
action. In short, neither the material nor moral welfare of 
the humbler classes of Guernsey is neglected by their fellow- 
citizens of higher station. Nor is money grudged for charitable 
purposes, for charities, indeed, far beyond the limits of the 
Channel Islands. The people of Guernsey subscribed liberally 
to the Irish Famine Relief Fund, the Lancashire Cotton Fund, 
and towards the Nightingale Testimonial, and also for the 
assistance of the sufferers by the terrible floods in France in 
1856. Neither are they niggardly in spending money for loyal 
objects. They raised a handsome tower to commemorate the 
visit of Her Majesty to Guernsey in 1842 ; and a beau- 
tiful statue of the lamented Prince Consort, erected by 
the inhabitants, adorns the pier of St Peter's Port. 
That their prison is a disgrace to the civilization of the present 
century is perfectly true ; nor will this statement be called in 
question by the people of Guernsey. But they consider that 
the blame rests chiefly on the Home Government. 

The Channel Islands formed part of the Duchy of Nor- 
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mandy at the time of the Conquest^ and^ ae a portion of 
William's inheritance^ caihe into the possession of the sovereigns 
of England ; the inhabitants^ however, retained their own laws 
and language, for though French is seldom heard in conversa- 
tion now in Ghiemsey, except among the older peasants, it siill 
remains the language of the courts of justice, and of thd 
"States," the representative body of the island. Guernsey 
sends no member to the British Parliament, and is, in &ct, 
politically very much in the position of our American and 
Australian colonies. But the prison has always belonged to 
the Crown, and has been maintained at the Crown's expense 
from the « royal revenue of the island. The inhabitants 
contend that their constitution exempts them from defraying 
this cost, though, as is stated in the petition of the Koyal 
Court in 1854, they did build the present prison from funds of 
their own. It is, however, only the cost of re-building or 
enlarging, not of maintaining, that appears to be matter 
of dispute. So long ago as 1848 the deficiencies of the 
prison were brought before the Home Government by the 
Lieutenant-Governor, Sir John Bell ; and from the year 1854, 
when the Royal Court of Guernsey first petitioned the Queen 
to adopt such measures as might be found advisable, in order 
to put the prison upon an efiScient footing, until 1863, a cor- 
respondence was carried on between the Bailiff of Guernsey 
and the Lieutenant-Governor of the island on one side, and 
the Home Government on the other. The ofiScers of the 
island fully exposed the defects of the prison, and, at the 
request of the Central Government, forwarded plans for its 
improvement, besides offering, on the part of the islanders, to 
bear a portion of the expense. Indeed, a piece of land con- 
tiguous to the gaol, bought by the States in 1852, would have 
been ceded by them to the Crown, and its size is amply suf- 
ficient for all the necessary alterations. The land, we believe, 
remains at this moment unoccupied, and would still be ceded, 
could any equitable arrangement be made for enlarging the 
prison. 
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In 1861^ the Secretary of State sent Mr. Perry^ an expe- 
rienced inspector, to report on its condition, with a view to 
obtaining his opinion on the best mode of accomplishing the 
proposed improvements. His report, dated in March of that 
year, confirms all the representations previously made, and 
recommends certain alterations. He states, however, that the 
enlargement of the prison would occupy a considerable period 
of time, and offers, therefore, suggestions for temporary 
arrangements, which, ad interimj would greatly improve both 
the material and moral condition of the priscmera. 

None of these suggestions, five in number, had been carried 
into effect when we visited the prison, though the first, as we 
were told, was on the point of being adopted, — ^namely, that 
the basement floor, the windows of which look into the prison 
yard, should no longer be used as a lock-up for police cases. 
The islanders consider that with regard to the other four 
su^estions the Home Government must take the initiative 
towards carrying them into effect. Except that, an offer of 
assistance, held by the islanders to be utterly inadequate, has 
since, we believe, been made on the part of the Crown ; the 
correspondence concerning Guernsey prison was brought to a 
close in 1862, the last communication from the Lords of the 
Treasury being to the effect that if the existing prison no 
longer sufficed for the requirements of the island the States 
should rebuild or enlarge it. 

Such is the explanation of the deplorable state of the 
Guernsey prison. The Crown declares that it is the duty of 
the islanders to bear the expense of the necessary alterations, 
while they contend that their constitution exempts them from 
this duty. Meanwhile the gaol remains in a condition dis- 
graceful to humanity. Surely the question at issue should be 
speedily decided. 

K. H. 
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[*^* It should be understood that Notices of New Works forwarded 
to us for Eeview, and which appear in this part of the Magazine, do 
not preclude our recurring to them at greater length, and in more 
elaborate form, in a subsequent Number, when their character and 
importance require it.] 



A Chart of Hindu Family Inheritance, with an Explanatory Treatise. 
By Almaric Ramsey, of Lincolu's Inn, Barrister-at-law, etc., etc. 
London. Amer ; Carey Street, 1868. 

It is no reflection upon the author of this little volume to say that 
he has undertaken an impossible task. There can be no " chart " 
where there is no survey of the seas, the shores, and the shoal?, 
which ought to be laid down upon it. There exists no such survey for 
the difficult and indeed impracticable navigation of the Hindu laws 
of inheritance. We say, advisedly, the " laws " of inheritance ; 
for their name is Legion. Only a few of them, when compared with 
the whole mass, have been as yet translated into any European 
tongue ; not all of these into English ; and of those which have, 
but few are to be found in England, out of the private libraries of 
some retired lawyers from the Saperior Courts of India. It is also 
evident — nay Mr. Rumsey seems to say as much (p. 2) — that even 
to these the learned author "has not had access" to the fullest 
extent ; and has found himself " obliged to follow English writers " 
in the very imperfect attempt to which his space confined him, of 
presenting a general view of what he calls *' the divergencies of 
the other schools," from *' the Bengal School" of Hindu law: — 
a school, by the way, which ought not to have been presented as the 
Corpus Juris proper, but rather as the most heretical of the sepa- 
rated bodies of the local jurisprudence. We also think that, if Mr. 
Rumsey had been more fortunate in his materials, or even if, instead 
of the vain attempt at a "chart," he had contented himself with repro- 
ducing, after the manner of preceding writers, the points to be 
gathered from such materials as he had, the student would have had 
the penefit of at least a methodical compilation of " sailing instruc- 
tion," useful so far as they went, however incomplete, as a repository 
of science. At all events, a careful examination of the already vo- 
luminous collections of cases, in the Privy Council here, and the 
late " Supreme " Courts and present " High " Courts of India, — (for 
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the Sudder and Mofassil are not, as he seems to suppose, looked up 
to, even in India, as possessing anj repatation for kw, or any 
authority to fix, expound, or interpret the doubtful and difficult 
passages or traditions of the Hindu jurists, so as to bind succeeding 
judges) he would have omitted, we think, the verj rash and erro- 
neous statement, that *' the divergencies are not reallj very numerous 
or important;" because he would have seen that the direct contrary 
is nearer the tmth. This labour, however, Mr. Rumsey has not, and, 
indeed, consistently with his plan, could not, have undertaken. His 
citations of reported cases are but three, and very brief withal, one 
of a case in Privy Council, which is of authority (p. 21) and two of 
eases in the old Calcutta Sudder, which are of no authority at all. 
His only English text books are the well known ^* Principles and 
Precedents " by Macnaghten, (the Bengal civilian) and a " Manual 
of Hindu and Mahommedan Law,'* by Mr. Houston, an Irish lawyer, 
of which it is enough to say that it is but a manual. Very obviously 
the explanation of all this penury of material is that Mr. Rumse/s 
plan did not permit him to prepare more than a few pages of ele« 
mentary exposition, by way of guide to the student. We doubt the 
value of guides at all, where the very threshold of science is beset 
with difficulties inextricable, but afler an expenditure of reseai*ch, 
sufficient to the whole work of exploration. There is no learning 
of which it can be more truthfully said, than of the learning of 
India, that " there is no royal road to it." 

One result of all this has been to let in a good deal that is ambi- 
guous, and not a little that is unsound, into the expositions of 
general principles, and the definitions of terms which make up the 
twenty-two pages of Mr. Rumsey's "explanatory treatise." To 
point them out would require us to re-write those pages, but at 
much greater length. We must therefore forbear. 

There is but a single reference to English parallel passages of 
jurisprudence, in illustration of the text. Those parallels neverthe- 
less are unusually abundant, as any one may see who will consult 
Sir Thomas Strange or Dr. Sumner Maine. This penury of illus- 
tration was unavoidable, no doubt, in the present instance. But then 
why attempt it at all, if it could not be done well ? Above all, 
Mr. Rumsey ought to have taken the trouble to verify the exactness 
of his solitary parallel, instead of relying upon a fancied resemblance 
of verbal sense, as he appears here to have done. Speaking of the 
female right of " Stridhan,'' (or separate property), and its kinds, ho 
says, (p. 15. note) : — ** Singularly enough, one of these kinds is 
described by some Hindu writers, as * that which was gained by love- 
liness,' reminding the English student of the medissval institutions 
of * Dower de la plus belle' *' The italics, which are Mr. Rumsey's, 
point the meaning of his words, and the source of his mistake. 
Let him consult his Littleton (s. 48) and he will see that " Dower 
de la pluis beale** was never before predicated of the tenant 
in dower but of the tenement :— "iJ c*^," says Littleton, "of the 
most faire of the tenements, which she hath as gardien in socage." 
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Allegiance and Citizenship : An Inquiry into the Claim of European 
GovernmentB to exact Military Service of Naturalized Citizens of 
the United States. By George H. Teaman, U. S. Minister at 
Copenhagen. Copenhagen : Printed by Fritz MoUer, 1867. 

The argument of this pamphlet may be shortly stated thus : The 
United States of America are nothing if not protectors of all their 
citizens, by birth or naturalization, at home and abroad. They have^ 
therefore, the duty of protecting all such citizens from military con- 
scription in foreign countries, where they happen to dwell, even if 
themselves citizens or subjects of the same, by birth or otherwise. 
That this is denied by other Codes, and by some of the best jurists 
and statesmen does not affect the question. Such foreign codes must 
be disregarded ; and so must such jurists and statesmen, whether 
American citizens or not, for, if they be the former, they cannot be 
said to maintain the liberal view on this subject" (p. 2), and if the 
latter, '' they discover a supposed interest in maintaining what we 
(the United States) hold for error" (ibid). It is clearly, therefore, a 
question, the decision of which ** must proceed from our Government, 
and be accepted by the European Governments" {ibid\ unless the 
latter prefer " giving cause of war to a nation, which, of all others, 
should be most jealous of tlie rights of its citizens" (p. 3). This can 
hardly be said to be a jural argument. 

A Treatise on Common and Waste Land. By C. J. Elton. London, 
Wildy h Sons, Lincoln's Inn Archway, 1868. 

This is a work by an author already known as a writer on 
the tenures of Kent. This work, like the preceding, shows much 
study and acquaintance with an abstruse and difficult subject. It 
is divided into fourteen chapters ; also an appendix containing the 
Metropolitan Commons Act passed in the session 1866, with a 
view to protect existing rights of the public in open spaces so 
necessary for health, and also \o give powers for improving such 
grounds in order to make them more available as recreation grounds, 
and for this purpose powers are conferred on local authorities to 
contribute such sums as they may think fit, for executing a 
scheme to be settled under this Act by the Inclosure Commissioners 
for England and Wales for improving generally Metropolitan 
commons and open spaces. The author treats the subject under 
the following heads ; 1. Rights of Commons generally. 2. Com- 
mons of Pasture ; this he divides into common of pasture appendant, 
appurtenant, and in gross common of Estovers, turbary and piscary, 
of digging and miscellaneous profits. He then treats of the extin- 
guishment of rights of commons by various modes and refers to the 
evidence given before the Committee of the House of Commons on 
the subject in 1865. He then gives a chapter on approvements, 
the old mode by which Lords of Manors were accustomed to 
extinguish rights of common, and devotes a chapter to the con- 
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uderatMm of the Statute of Merton, Mpecially with reference 
to copyholders. The author is of opinion that this important 
statute was not not only founded on Ihe Common Law, but 
was simplj dedaratorj of it; he quotes in support of it Lord 
Coke : — *' I affirm that the Statutes of Magna Chaiia, and of Merton, 
* • • are the very body and as it were the very text of the 
common law of England." (8 Co. p. 25.) Two chapters are devoted 
to other minor matters of inclosure, and a very important chapter 
on the rights of the public over waste land closes the book, the 
author coming to the conclusion that the public has acquired by 
usage no such right of recreation and exercise over the open wastes 
near London and in other populous neighbourhoods, as of itself 
would prevent either indosnres by agreement, between the Lord 
of a Manor and a body of Commoners, or by the Lord alone where 
there is more than sufficient waste land to satisfy existing rights of 
common ; and that the only mode in which the public can acquire 
such rights is by means of an express dedication. While not always 
adopting the conclusions arrived at by the author, we can most con- 
fidently recommend this treatise as containing in a small compass a 
very valuable stock of information on a subject of importance. 

Antient Parliamentary Elections : A Histoiy showing how Parlia- 
ments were constituted and Representatives of the People elected 
in Antient Times. By Homersham Cox, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
Author of << The Institutions of the English Government," &c. 
London : H. Sweet. 1868. 

The great interest of the subject ti-eated of in the present volume, 
and the extensive research which this work displays, render it de- 
serving of a fuller notice than we can at present bestow on it. Mr. 
Cox has availed himself of all the sources of information respecting 
our early constitutional history which are now open, and has put to- 
gether the materials which he has laboriously collected, in a clear and 
satisfactory manner. After some preliminary chapters on the social and 
legal status of the various agricultural classes in the middle ages, and 
the constitution of the antient County Courts, he proceeds to discuss 
the origin of Parliaments, the county suffrage after the fourteenth 
century, the procedure at elections, the representation of boroughs, 
and the borough electors. 

The author says in his preface, — " The subject has been regarded 
in its historical aspects, apart from all reference to existing contro- 
versies. The social and political condition of the country at the 
period now under examination differed materially from that which 
at present prevails, and, therefore extreme caution is necessary iu 
deducing from the antient history of Parliament lessons of modern 
application. At the first institution of the House of Commons land 
was cultivated principally by peasant proprietors ; Members of Parlia- 
ment were paid wages ; their functions were principally fiscal ; the 
parliamentary franchise was a burden rather than a privilege ; the 
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polling of voters and a property qualification for the suffirage were 
unknown, and the relations of the adminisiratiye Gk>Yemment to 
Parliament were utterly different from those established under the 
Hanoverian dynasty. These considerations are sufficient to show 
that a constitution which worked well in the fourteenth century 
would not necessarily be beneficial in the nineteenth." (Preface, 
p. ix.) 

A Treatise on the Hindoo Law of Inheritance ; comprising the Doc- 
trines of the various Schools, with the Decisions of the High 
Courts of the several Presidencies of India, and the Judgments of 
the Privy Council on Appeal. By Standish Grove Grady, Bar- 
rister-at-Law, Recorder of Gravesend, &c. London, Wildy and 
Sons, 1868. 

A Tbeatise on a law which is binding upon millions of his fellow- 
subjects, must necessarily be interesting to the English lawyers. 
With all the guarantees that competitive examination, and fair selec- 
tion according to merit may give us, it is impossible that the gen- 
tlemen who are sent to India to administer the law of the country, 
should know, as the result of their previous education, much of the 
duties which they undertake. A young barrister who has completed 
his education, and who may select India as the sphere of his pro- 
fessional operations, will find it necessary to commence a fresh course 
of study before he can feel any confidence in himself. Since the 
publication of the treatises of Sir Francis Macnaghteu, Mr. W. H. 
Macnaghten, and Sir Thomas Strange, the law of India has under- 
gone such great changes, that a new book upon it has become neces- 
sary. Mr; Grady has devoted years to the laborious work of making 
a complete compilation of the Hindoo law, and has now issued, as 
the first instalment of his great undertaking, a most able and learned 
book on the Hindoo law of inheritance. It is impossible for us, in a 
short notice, to do justice to all the labour and skill that have been 
devoted to the bringing out of this valuable addition to the Indian 
law library. We intend, therefore, in our next number, to devote 
more space to a careful examination of this treatise. In the mean- 
time we direct attention to it as a work of great merit and industry. 

The Law of Fire Insurance. By Charles John Bunyon, M.A., of 
the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Author of " The Law of Life 
Assurance," &c. London. 1867. 

This work is marked by the same thorough knowledge of the subject 
to which it is devoted, and the same accuracy and completeness in the 
treatment of it as the author's former publication on life assurance. 
Mr. Bunyon's *' Law of Life Assurance '' is now a standard work in 
the profession, and we confidently anticipate a similar position for 
his " Law of Fire Insurance." 
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The object of the author is to present to the reader " a view of 
the law of life insurance as it now exists, and as applied to the 
practice of insurance offices." Of the utility of such a work there 
can be no doubt in the mind of any one who has had practical expe- 
rience in cases connected with this subject. The difficulty of ascer- 
taining the law is often considerable, and much care is requisite in 
arriving at a sound view. Mr. |Bunyon has stated very truly the 
manner in which the law of fire insurance is to be discovered. 
" In the consideration of our present subject," he says, *' it will be 
always important to remember that fire insurance is the o&pring of 
marine insurance, and that the same general principles govern both 
branches of the law. The reported decisions are far less numerous 
in the former than in the latter and elder branch, and except so far 
as any particular case may be determined by the express contract of 
the parties, or any circumstance necessarily foreign to the latter 
system, the solution of any question that may arise upon an 
insurance against fire will generally be found by a careful application 
to it of the doctrines of marine insurance. To master these should 
be the first object of the student, and noting the points of difference 
in the two contracts, and the express decisions of the courts upon 
our subject, he will deduce from them the law of fire insurance 
also." (p. 4.) 

This is the manner in which Mr. Bunyon has proceeded in pre- 
paring his present work. He has thrown all the light on the diffe- 
rent parts of his subject which can be. derived from the sources thus 
indicated. Every branch of the inquiry has been explicitly treated, 
and no pains have been spared in dealing with all the questions 
which are likely to arise on this matter. The author complains 
justly of the unsatisfactory nature of the labours of a text writer, 
whose work, in the course of a few years, is rendered almost value- 
less by new decisions and new enactments. But whilst our law con- 
tinues what it is, the profession owes a debt of gratitude to men like 
Mr. Bunyon, who bring correct legal knowledge, sound judgment, 
and laborious research to the elucidation of such important subjects 
as life assurance and fire insurance. 

The Law Journal. London, 5, Quality Court. 1868. 

A NSW series of this useful periodical appeared with the new year. 
It contains, as before, a great deal of current legal information in- 
teresting to the profession, together with notes of cases tried in all 
the courts. In form and character the journal is greatly improved 
by the change. 
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Mb. Dana's Edition of Whbatoh's Intebnational Latv^. 
To the Editor of the Law Beview, 

Sib. — Mj attention has be^i drawn by its author to mj reyiew of 
this work, to the effect that I have stated that ^^ either bj accident or 
design he does not refer to the stone blockade of Charleston harbour, 
whereas he has treated on the whole subject." In justice to Mr. 
Dana I must admit that he has done so, and I here offer him all the 
reparation in my power. To review a volume of more than 700 
pages elaborately was more than I was able to do under the circum- 
stances in which I was placed. The supposed omission of the stone 
blocked, was caused by my not finding it included under the head of 
Blockade, Mr. Dana having thought it came rather under the head 
of Bights of War. Mr. Dana also complains of my having attri- 
buted to him the inconsistency of describing the recognition of the 
belligerency of the seceding states as " unprecedented and precipi- 
tate," in the earlier part of his work, whereas in a subsequent page 
he describes it as *' unwarranted," as if he had abandoned the former 
epithets. He says, that in so doing " he did not describe or assert his 
own opinion^ either in his own words or by adopting those of 
another." They were, in fact, the words of Mr. Adams. I think I 
may be justified in concluding that, when the language of the 
American Minister was quoted by Mr. Dana, without comment, that if 
he did not adopt it he, at least, concurred in it. In justice to Mr. 
Dana I must admit that at page 35 of his work he gives, on the part 
of Great Britain, a very fair summary of the points involved in the 
pending controversy. 

Thb Bbyibweb op Mb. Dana's ^^Eleicbnts of 
Intebnational Law" 
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DIGEST OF LAW. 

The following has been distributed among the Inns of Court bj 
order of tho Commissioners on the Digest : — 

'' Digest of Law Commission, 

" 2, Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn> 
" 22nd November, 1867. 
" Sit, — ^I am directed by Her M^yesty's Commissioners for inquiring 
respecting a Digest of Law to state to you, for the information of the 
Benchers of [Lincoln's Lm, Inner Temple, Middle Temple, Gray's 
Inn], that the Commissioners in their first report to the Queen gave 
it as their opinion that a digest of law is expedient, and recommended 
that a portion of the digest, sufficient in extent to be a fair specimen 
of the whole, should be in the first instance prepared, which 
specimen, they submitted, might be conveniently executed under their 
superintendence. 

"The Commissioners now propose, with the authority of Her 
Mf^esty's Government, to proceed with the preparation of specimen 
digests, such as they have recommended, of certain portions of 
the law. 

'^The subjects they have selected for this purpose are th^ 
following : — 

" (1.) Bills of exchange, including promissory notes, bank notes, 
and cheques; 

" (2.) Mortgage, including lien ; 

"(3.) Eights of way, water^ and light, and other easements and 
servitudes. 

^' The Commissioners are desirous to obtain for this undertaking 
the co-operation of the Bar, and they accordingly propose to entrust 
the preparation of a specimen digest of the law under each of these 
heads to a gentleman of the Bar, to be selected by them, with liberty 
to him to associate with himself another m^uber of the Bar, to be 
nominated by him and approved of by the Commissioners. 

" The gentlemen selected will be required to execute the seveifal 
specimens in conformity with the views expressed in the Commis- 
sioners' first report, and their work will be subject to the general 
superintendence of the Commissioners. 

" The specimens, when completed and approved of by the Cpm* 
missioners, will be reported to Her Majesty, with the names of the 
gentlemen by whom they have beeii executed* 



320 Events of the Quarter, 

<< With regard to remuneration, the Commissioners do not consider 
themselves to be as jet in a position to determine on the amount, and 
they think that, on the whole, the most acceptable course to the 
profession will be, that the sum to be paid for the preparation of each 
specimen should be fixed, after its execution, bj a committee of three 
of the Commissioners, for which purpose the Commissioners propose 
to nominate their chairman (Lord Cranworth), Sir James Wilde, and 
Mr. Keilly. 

'< The Commissioners, then, with a view to their guidance in the 
selection of gentlemen for this purpose, suggest that any member of 
the Bar willing to undertake the preparation of one of the specimen 
digests, should, on or before the last day of Hilary Term next, send 
in t,o the Commissioners (under cover to me) a statement of such his 
willingness, accompanied with 

'' (1.) A general summary, in an analytical form, of the whole 
matter of the law comprised under the head chosen by him ; 

'' (2.) A small subdivision of the same worked out in detail, as an 
example of the mode in which he would propose to fill up the outline 
furnished by his analytical summary ; 

" (3.) Any general observations he may think relevant, respecting 
the execution either of the portion of the digest that will embrace the 
particular subject chosen by him, or of the digest generally. 

** The Commissioners would not object to more than one gentleman 
combining in executing one of the specimens, and accordingly joining 
in preparing and sending in the papers indicated. 

*' I am directed to send herewith the accompanying twenty copies 
of a volume containing the first report of the Commissioners, and 
other papers ; and I am to beg that the Benchers of [LincoLu's Inn, 
Inner Temple, Middle Temple, Gray's Inn] will be pleased to bring 
the same, with this letter, under the notice of the members of the 
Bar who belong to that Society. 

'< I have the honour to be, 
*'Sir, 
" Your very obedient Servant, 

" GoDFBBT LusHiNOTOK, Secretary. 

"The Treasurer of the Honourable Society of 
" [Lincoln's Inn, Inner Temple, Middle Temple, Gray's Inn.'*] 

THE LAW OF ARBBST JTOB TREASON FELONT. 

The following correspondence took place between Mr. Digby 
Seymour, one of the Counsel for the defence of the prisoners con- 
cerned in the late Fenian outrage at Manchester, and Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, on the legal points involved in the capture of the 
prisoners. Mr. Seymour, in forwarding the statements to the editor 
of the Times, writes as follows : — 

Sir, — ^I beg to enclose a copy of the statement submitted by 
myself and my learned friends for the consideration of Mr. Justice 
Blackburn and Mr. Justice Mellor, with the reply of Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, which I have his permission to publish. 
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1 will uot pause at present to examine the grounds of their 
Liordships' decision, but, with the sincerest respect for their high 
authority, I must saj that the consideration thereof, and a calm pe- 
rusal of the reasons alleged in its support, have uot changed mj 
matured and deliberate conviction that the opinion of myself and 
my learned friends is law. 

Were this not so, it must occur to every lawyer, and, indeed, to 
every citizen uninfluenced by prior opinions, or, it may be, preju- 
dicesy that in a question of such solemn gravity—- one of life and 
death, involving the fate of four human beings — an argument on the 
points suggested would have been more in accordance with the 
precedent and more consistent with the protective vigilance and 
impartiality which have always characterized the administration of 
criminal law in England. 

I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
Temple, Nov. 20, 1867. William Diobt Seymour. 

Statement submitted to Mr, Justice Blackburn and 
Mr. Justice Mellor. 

'^ RE6INA V. ALLEN AKD OTHERS. 

** Upon the trial of Allen and others for the murder of Serjeant 
Brett two points of law arose, under the following clrcum* 
stances : — 

"On the morning of the 11th of September last two men, who 
turned out afterwards to be Kelly and Deasy, were arrested by a 
Manchester policeman, as he alleged, under section 216 of the Man- 
chester Police Act (7th and 8th of Victoria, cap. 40), which enacts 
that it shall be lawful for any constable belonging to the police force 
of the borough to take into custody, without a warrant, all loose, 
idle, or disorderly persons whom he may find disturbing the public 
peace, or in his own view committing an offence against this Act, or 
whom he shall have good cause to suspect of having committed, or 
being about to commit, any felony, misdemeanour, or breach of the 
peace, or to instigate or abet any such breach. 

" The two men, who gave the names of White and Williams, 
were taken before a magistrate on the 11th, and remanded until 
the 18th by a warrant, which stated the charges against them to be, 
not for suspicion of felony, on which charge they were arrested, 
but for ' felony,* and omitted to specify what felony or other offence 
they were charged with. They were brought up again on the 18th, 
when no evidence whatever was given upon the charge on which 
they were alleged to have been arrested, but an inspector of de- 
tectives from London, who stated he had a warrant against Kelly 
for treasonable practices, alleged to have been committed in Ireland, 
and a constable from Ireland, who was stated to have a similar 
warrant against Deasy, appeared, and on their application, without 
the production of either of the warrants, which, in fact, were not 
then backed as the statute required, the prisoners were again 
remanded for a week. 

VOL. XXIV. — VOL. XLVIII. Y 
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^*No warrant for such second remand was produced upon the 
trial, but it was stated that a warrant had been signed, a copj of 
that signed on the 11th inst, and had been destroyed bj the police 
after the escape of the prisoners. 

'^ Kelly and Deasy were then phiced in the prison van, for the 
purpose of being taken to prison, and on the way the van was 
attacked, the priso/iers rescued, and Brett killed. 

" The two questions were — 1st, whether or not Felly and Deasy 
were in legal custody ; and, 2nd, if they were not in legal custody, 
whether the crime of killing Brett, in the act of rescuing them, 
amounted to murder or manslaughter. 

'^As to the first point, it would seem (Ist.) that the magistrate 
had no jurisdiction to commit for felony, no charge of felony having 
been made ; and (2d.) that the magistrate had no jurisdiction to en- 
tertain the charge of treasonable practices committed in Ireland, 
or to remand the prisoners upon such a charge. By the 11th and 
12th of Victoria, cap. 42, sec. 22, justices are empowered to take 
the examination of witnesses against persons who are brought 
before them charged with an offence alleged to have been committed 
in any county or place within England and Wales wherein they 
have not jurisdiction. By sec. 2 of the same Act they are em- 
powered to issue their warrant to apprehend any one within their 
Jurisdiction charged with having committed any crime or offence on 
the high seas, or in any creek, harbour, &c., or any * crimes or 
offences committed on lands beyond the seas for which an indictment 
may legally be preferred in any place within England or Wales/ 
By sec. 11, where an English warrant is backed in England, the 
offender, when apprehended, may be taken before the justice who 
issues the warrant, or, if so directed by the justice backing the 
warrant) before such last-mentioned justice or any other justice of 
the same county or place ; but by sec. 12, when an Irish warrant 
is backed in England, the offender must be taken before the justice 
who granted the warrant, and there is no power to take him befcxre 
X\\f^ magistrate who has backed it. It would seem, therefore, that in 
this case the proper course would have been, in the case of Deasy 
at least, for the magistxate to have backed the Irish warrant, and 
for the prisoner to have been taken, under tlie authority of the 
warrant so backed, to Ireland, and that the magistrate had no 
jurisdiction to examine any witnesses against Deasy, or to i-emand 
him upon the charge of felony, 

^'Thii'dly. — It is laid down in Coke's Second Institute, p. 591, 
when ^p<.«king of prison-breaking, that a mitiimtis must 'contain 
the caufo, but not so certainly as an indictment ought, and yet with 
such convenient certainty as it may appear, judicially that the offence 
(pri$ou«b)Takiug) iaiejudicimm rtquirii as pro aita prodiiumey vizn^ 
w prittwam <#o»mimi ir^i>, &e., or pro fekmioy rur., pro morte taUsy 
&c,/ and he lays it down that a miiimMS pro felonia generally is 
bad. So again, Hale (P^C, vol. 2, p. 122) says that a mitiimus 
* must contain the certainty of the cause, and therefore if it be for 
felony, it ought not to be generally pro /Woftto, but it must contain 
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the special nature of the felony briefly, as for felony for the death 
of J. S., or for burglary in breakiDg the house of J, S., &c., and 
the reason is because it may appear to the judges of the King's 
Bench upon an habeas corpus whether it be felony or not Hale, 
howeyer, adds that he does not think the absence of such parti- 
cularity would make the warrant void. It is worthy of notice that 
in the forms of remand given by Chitty in his Criminal LaWy vo]« 
4, pp. 33, 116, and in the form given in the 11th and 12th of Vic- 
toria, cap. 42 (Q. 1) the felony is specifically described. 

'' The second point which appears to be of the greater importancei 
looking at the actual direction to the jury, and to the fact that they 
were not asked to find the existence, contents, or form of the warranty 
whether, assuming the detention of one or both of the prisoners to 
have been illegal, the killlDg of Brett amounted to murder. 

" The first case on the subject is that of Sir II, Ferrers (CVo. 
Car,y 371), who was arrested for debt, and thereupon Nightingale, 
his servant, in seeking to rescue him, as was pretended, killed the 
bailifP, ' but because the warrant to arrest him was by the name of 
Henry Ferrers, Knight, and he never was a knight, it was held by 
all the court that it was at variance in an essential part of the name, 
and they had no authority by that warrant to arrest Sir Henry 
Ferrers, Baronet, so it is an ill warrant, and the killing of an officer 
in executing that warrant cannot be murder.' This case is also 
reported by Sir W. Jones (p. 346), where it is said to have been 
held not to be murder either in the servant or in the prisoner, 
because the warrant was not good. 

^' The next case is that of Hopkin Hugget, ' which was tried in 
1666, and is best reported in J. Kelyng (p. 59). In that case 
Hugget and three others pursued three constables who had im- 
pressed a man, and demanded to see their warrant. The constables 
showed a paper, which the prisoners said was no warrant, and there- 
upon they drew their swords and Hugget killed one of the constables. 
Of the twelve judges eight delivered their opinion that this was no 
murder but only manslaughter, and they said that if a man be unduly 
arrested or restrained of his liberty by three men, although he be 
quiet himself, and do not endeavour any rescue, yet this is a provo- 
cation to all other men of England, not only his friends, but strangers 
also, for common humanity's sake, as my Lord Bridgman said, to 
endeavour his rescue ; and if in such endeavour of rescue they kill 
any one, that is no murder, but only manslaughter. The four other 
Judges held it murder, and thought the case in question to be much 
the stronger because the party himself who was impressed was quiet 
and made no resistance, and they who meddled were no friends of 
his, or acquaintances, but mere strangers, and did not so much as 
desire them which had him in custody to let him go. Although all 
'the judges of the King's Bench thought it murder, they conformed 
to the opinion of the other eight, and gave judgment of imprison- 
ment for 11 months. 

"In ^Reg. V. Mawgridge,' which was tried in 1707 {J. Kelyng^ 

y 2 
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136) the Chief Justice alludes to Hugget's case as having settled the 
law upon the point, 

<'In Toole/s case (2 Lord Ra^/mond, 1296), which was tried in 
1710, Ann Dakin was in custody of one Braj, when the prisoners, 
who were strangers to Dakin, assaulted Bray, but withdrew. They 
afterwards assaulted Bray again, after the woman had been locked 
up, and kiUed one Dent, whom Bray had called to his assistance. 
One of the prisoners gave the stroke, the two others were aiding and 
abetting. Seven of the twelve judges held this to be manslaughteri 
and five held it to be murder, one of the five thinking that the 
constable had authority. Those judges who held the offence to be 
manslaughter only, so held on the opinion that the prisoners had 
sufficient provocation, for if, say they, one be imprisoned upon an 
unlawful authority, it is a sufficient provocation to all people out of 
compassion, much more where it is done under a colour of justice, 
and where the liberty of the subject is invaded it is a provocation to 
all the subjects of England." 

"In «B. V. Adey * (1 Leach, 206), which was tried in 1779, a 
somewhat similar point arose, and the presiding judge, on the aa- 
thority of Tooley's case, reserved the point for the consideration 
of the twelve judges. The prisoner escaped in the riots of 1780, 
and no judgment was given, but Leach says that it was understood 
the judges held it to be manslaughter only. 

"Again, in 'R. v. Osmer' (5 East, 304), argued m 1804, Lord 
EUenborough, Chief Justice, says that ' if a man without authority 
attempt to arrest another illegally, it is a breach of the peace, and 
any other person may lawfully interfere to prevent it, doing no 
more than is necessary for that purpose.' 

"In ' Reg. V. Phelps* {Car. and M., 180), tried in 1841, a police- 
man attempted to apprehend a man on suspicion of having stolen 
growing potatoes. He resisted, and some persons came to his aid 
and killed one Southwood, whom the policeman had called to his 
assistance. Upon proof of these facts Coltman J. directed the jury 
that, as the policeman had no right to apprehend the man, the 
offence of those who killed Southwood was manslaughter only, and 
not murder. 

" These appear to be the cases bearing most closely on the subject, 
but turning to the authority of text writers and the dicta of Judges, 
we find Hawkins, in his Pleas of the Crown (book 1., chap. 31, 
eec. 60), stating the law as it was laid down in Hugget's and 
Tooley's cases, and adding that * since in the event it appears that 
the persons slain were trespassers, covering their violence with a 
show of justice, he who kills them is indulged by the law, which 
in these cases judges by the event, which those who engage in such 
unlawful actions must abide at their peril.' 

" Hale (P. C, vol. i., p. 466) also cites Hugget's case, and ap- 
parently with approval. 

" On the other hand, Foster J., in his Discourse upon Crown 
Law (p. 312), while he appears to approve of the law as laid down 
in Hugget's casei combats the doctrine of the majority of the 
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judges ill Tooley's case, and appears to doubt the propriety of that 
decision, partly upon general principles, and partly because the 
second assault on the constable seemed to him rather to have been 
grounded upon resentment or a principle of revenge for what had 
before passed than upon any hope or endeavour to assist the woman. 
'^ It is these observations of Foster J. which Alderson B. appears 
to have had in his mind when he is reported to have said in ^ B. v. 
Warner' (1 Moo,^ cc. S85), that Tooley's case had been overruled. 
Tooley*s case in fact had no bearing upon Warner's case, in which 
no attempt was made to arrest the prisoners at all, and Alderson B. 
does not refer to any authority for his statement. A similar remark 
was made by Pollock C. B. in * Reg. v. Davis ' {Leigh and Cave^ 
cc. 71), but there again no authority was given. 

" East, in his Pleas of the Crown^ vol. 1, p. 325, states the question 
with the arguments on either side, without showing much leaning 
either way, and so does Russell, {Criminal Law, vol. 1, p. 632), 
although his editor, Mr. Greaves, from his note (p. 848 of the 4th 
edition) appears to have been convinced by the arguments adduced 
by Foster. 

^' It would thus seem that the doctrine laid down by the majority 
of the judges in the cases of Ferrers, Hugget, and Tooley has 
been acted upon, not only in those cases, but also in * R. v. Adey * 
and * Reg. v. Phelps,' and recognized in * R. v. Mawgridge * and 
' B. V. Osmer,' and by Hawkins and Hale. 

'' The opposite doctrine is supported by the authority of a 
minority of the judges in Hugget and Tooley's cases, and by Foster 
J., and receives some sort of sanction from the observations of 
Alderson B., and Pollock C.B., if they can be considered to display 
a sufficiently accurate knowledge of the subject to entitle them to 
any weight. This view of the law, however, has never once 
been acted upon, and it follows that if the prisoners convicted at 
Manchester be executed without any discussion of the law, they will 
be put to death in opposition to the decided cases on the subject, 
upon the authority solely of extra-judicial arguments and dicta. 

<* In some of these arguments a distinction has been taken between 
the interference of a friend or a relative, and that of a mere 
stranger ; but this distinction does not appear to rest on any 
authority. Hawkins, in his Pleas of the Crown (book 1., c. 31., ss. 
66 and 57) says, that * if a man's servant, or friend, or even a 
stranger, coming suddenly and seeing him fighting with another, 
side with him and kill the other, or seeing his sword broken send 
him another, wherewith he kills the other, he is guilty of man- 
slaughter only. Yet in this very case, if the person killed were a 
bailiff or other officer or justice, resisted by the master, &c., in the 
due execution of his duty, such friend or servant, &c., are guilty of 
murder whether they knew that the persons slain were an officer or 
not.' 

" For these and other reasons we are of opinion that the points 
raised in this case are of such a grave and serious character as to 
demand further discussion and consideration, and that they ought 
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to be decided after fall and deliberate argament, before the Court of 

Criminal Appeal. 

" W. DiGBT Seymour, Q.C., 
« Michael CBriek, S.L., 
** Ernest Jones, 
"James Cottingham, 
«' Lewis W. Cave." 

Reply of Mr, Justice Blackburn, 

November 20, 1867. 

" Dear Mr. Seymour. — ^Mr. Justice Mellor and I Lave received and 
carefully perused the paper signed by you, my brother O'Brien, 
and Mr. Cave. 

" It contains nothing that is new to us, but it puts all the autho- 
rities in the light most favourable for your clients, and I need not 
say that it is a great satisfaction to us to think that nothing has 
been overlooked which could bear on so grave a question. 

"The Legislature have, by the 11th and 12th of Victoria, cap. 
78, cast upon the presiding judges the very disagreeable and in- 
vidious duty of determining whether their own view of the law 
at the trial is or is not so questionable as to justify an appeal. If 
they refuse to reserve any point made it is still open to the prisoners 
to appeal to the equitable consideration of the Sovereign, but no 
appeal lies to any court of law. 

" In the present case my brother Mellor and I considered the 
points raised before us on the trial, and entertained no doubt that the 
direction which we then gave to the jury was strictly according 
to law. We therefore reserved no question for the Court of Appeal 
at the time, but simply postponed our final determination on the 
subject until we had the means of referring to the authorities and 
considering the case more at leisure. We have now considered the 
authorities, and have consulted the other Judges, not with the view 
of dividing our responsibility, nor in order to obtain a judicial 
opinion from them which they could not give on a point not regu- 
larly before them, but because, in a case so serious, we were very 
anxious to have the best advice and assistance that we could obtain 
for our guidance, I need not say that if the result of such con- 
sultation and research had been to lead to the conclusion that there 
was doubt enough to justify a further appeal, it would have relieved 
us from a most painful responsibility. I regret to say that the 
result has been to satisfy us that the law is too clear to justify us 
in reserving any point for the consideration of the Court of Crimi- 
nal Appeal. 

" Entertaining that opinion, we have officially informed the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department that there will be no further 
appeal to a court of law, and that it is now for Her Majesty's Go- 
vernment alone to determine what shall be done with the convicts. 

" This decision of ours is final ; but, as a satisfaction to you and 
the other counsel for the prisoners, I will briefly state the reasons 
which have induced us to think the law too clear for argument. 
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** When a constable, or other person properly authorized, acts in 
the execution of his duty, the law casts a peculiar protection round 
him, and consequently, if he is killed in the execution of his duty, 
it is, in genera], murder, even though there be such circumstances of 
hot blood and want of premeditation as would in an ordinary case 
reduce the crime to manslaughter. But when the warrant under 
-which the officer is acting is not sufficient to juatiiy him in arresting 
or detaining prisoners, or there is no warrant at all, he is not entitled 
to this peculiar protection, and consequently the crime may be re- 
duced to manslaughter when the offence is committed on the sudden^ 
and is attended by circumstances afPording reasonable provocation. 

" The cases which you have cited are authorities that where the 
affray is sudden and not premeditated, when, as Lord Holt says in 
* JR. v^ Tooley * (2 Ld, Raymond 1,300), * it is acting without any 
precedent malice or apparent design of doing hurt,' the mere fact that 
the arrest was not warranted may be sufficient provocation. 

'' But in every one of those cases the affi*ay was sudden and un- 
premeditated. 

" In the present case the form of warrant adopted may be open to 
objection, and probably might on application to the Court for a writ 
of habeas have entitled the prisoners to be dischai*ged from custody, 
but we entirely agree with the opinion of Lord Hale (2, Pleas of the 
Crown) that though defective in form the gaoler or officer is bound 
to obey a warrant in this general form, and consequently is protected 
by it. This is a point which, had the affi*ay been sudden and unpre- 
meditated, we probably should have thought it right to reserve. 

" Li the present case, however, it was clearly proved that there 
was on the part of the convicts a deliberate, pre-arranged con- 
spiracy to attack the police with firearms, and shoot them if 
necessary, for the purpose of rescuing the two prisoners in their 
custody, and that they were well aware that the police were acting 
in obedience to the commands of a justice of the peace, who had full 
power to remand the prisoners to gaol if he made a proper warrant 
for the purpose. It was further manifest that they attempted the 
rescue in perfect ignorance of any defect in the warrant, and that 
they knew well that if there was any defect in the warrant, or ille- 
gality in the custody, that the courts of law were open io an applica- 
tion for their release from custody. We think it would be monstrous 
to suppose that under such circumstances, even if the justice did 
make an informal warrant, it could possibly justify the slaughter of 
an officer in charge of the prisoners, or reduce such slaughter to the 
crime of mauslaughter. 

"To cast any doubt on this subject would, we think, be productive 
of the most serious mischief, by discouraging the police in the per- 
formance of their duties, and by encouraging the lawless in a disre- 
gard of the authority of the law. 

" We feel bound under these circumstances to decline to take a 
course which might lead to a belief that we considered the matter as 
open to doubt, 

^*CoLCf Blackburn." 
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The Times has been favoured "by a very eminent legal au- 
thority** with the following renuurks npon the Law of Arrest. 
The " eminent authority " is Sir Yaughan Williams : — 

1. Recent acts of violence to constables engaged in the arrest of 
persons charged with treason-felony seem so likely to be repeated 
for want of a clear understanding of the law, that a plain statement 
of the conditions under which an accused or suspected person can 
lawfully be taken into custody and detained for trial may be useful 
both as a warning and as a guide. 

2. It was argued or assumed upon a late occasion that'the want or 
invalidity of a warrant might justify the prisoner in resistance, or at 
least reduce the offence of killing the constable, if committed by 
the prisoner himself in order to eSect his escape, to manslaughter ; 
nay, might even entitle him to be discharged upon habeas corpus. 
Each of these positions is, however, untenable, and the former one 
is calculated to betray hot-headed men, ignorant of the law, into 
crime, for which they must answer with their lives. 

3. In a ease of mere misdemeanor, indeed, except when a statute 
enacts otherwise, a private individual is not justified in arresting 
without a warrant, and even an officer is not justified in so arresting 
unless the misdemeanor is committed in his presence. 

4. For felony, however, the law gives extensive, and for treason 
still more extensive, power of arrest, without warrant, both to private 
individuals and to constables. A private individual may justify an 
arrest for felony without warrant if he can show either that a felony 
was in fact committed by the party arrested, or that a felony was 
committed by some one, and that he had probable cause from his own 
observation, or the credible information of another, to suspect the 
person arrested of being the felon. If these facts can be established, 
the arrest, in order to bring the accused or suspected person before a 
magistrate, and his detention until the question of his guilt or inno- 
cence is decided, are lawful, even though in the event he should be 
found not guilty {West v. Baxendaie, 9 C. B. Rep. 141; Ex parte 
Knausy 1 B. & C. 258). 

5. And as a constable must constantly act upon the charge and 
information of others in arresting criminals who might escape alto- 
gether unless promptly captured, so he has a larger authority and 
protection than a private individual, and is justified in arresting, and, 
indeed, bound, under pain of indictment, to arrest any person whom 
he has probable cause to suspect, even from the information of 
another, of having committed a felony. The constable is protected 
in the discharge of his duty, even though in the end the person 
arrested is found not guilty, and even if it turn out that no felony 
was, in fact, committed by anybody (Beckwith v. Philbyy 6 B. & C. 
635). 

6. It has been assumed that there was no common law power of 
aiTCSt in one part of the kingdom for an ofience committed and to be 
tried in another, and that the Acts of Parliament for backing war- 
rants (allowing Irish officers to act in England, and viceversa^) which 
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4re bat cumolative — 44 Geo. III. c. 92 ; 45 Geo. HI. cc. 92, 55 ; 
54 Geo. in. c. 186; 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42 ; and 14 & 15 Vict c. 93, 
88. 27, 29 — alone can be resorted to for such authority. One con- 
sequence of this assumption would be, that if a murder were com* 
mitted in Liverpool by a person who escaped into Ireland, followed 
by the hue and cry of the press, or preceded by a telegram, no Irish 
officer could lawfully arrest him until a formal warrant, properly 
indorsed according to the statute, arrived in Ireland, and happened 
to be at hand in the place when the accused happened to be detected 
and might be on the point of embarking. That he would be arrested 
is certain. Would he, then, be justified in killing the officer? 
Might his friends lawfully storm the gaol ? The law is not so 
absurd. The constable would assuredly be justified in arresting 
the accused, and detaining him (or having him remanded by a ma- 
gistrate — 1 Chitty's Criminal Law, 35-46) until a warrant, either 
under the statutes or of the Lord Lieutenant, or Secretary of State, 
as conservator of the peace, was obtained. The assumption to the 
contrary is without authority as applied to felonies, and inapplicable 
to arrest for treason or treason-felony, common to different parts of 
the kingdom. First, it is erroneous as applied to felonies, for even 
before die Union, and before any Act for backing English warrants 
in Ireland, or Irish warrants in England, and after the Habeas 
Corpus Act (31 Car. II. c. 2) (which, indeed, in the branch as to 
extradition includes only '* inhabitants or resiants" in England, and 
as to them allows extradition for capital ofiences), fugitives from 
justice, charged with crimes committed in Ireland, might be and 
were arrested here and sent for trial there (Viner's Abridgment, 
Ireland, D. 8 ; Chitty's Criminal Law, 2nd edit, 46). Thus Lundy, 
Governor of Derry, who was charged with attempting to betray that 
city to James II., an offence capital by martial law, having escaped 
into Scotland, was taken there and sent to the Tower ; and the 
judges, one of whom was Holt, advised the Crown that there was 
power by law to send the prisoner to Ireland to be tried by court- 
martial (2 Ventris, 314). In like manner, Kimberley, who was 
charged with abduction in Ireland, escaping to England, was there 
taken, and upon suing out a habeas corpus y was remanded and sent 
to Ireland for trial {Reg. v. Kimberleyy 2 Str. 848). And in Sedley 
and Aborvin (3 Esp. 173), Lord Eldon held that the Secretary for 
Ireland had acted lawfully in sending over to England for trial a 
person who was suspected of having made away with part of the 
estate of an English bankrupt, in collusion with him. As to Scot- 
land, Lord Sanchar, or Sanquire, in James I.'s time, having pro- 
cured one Carlish to murder, in London, Turner, a fencing-master, 
who had accidentally put out the said Lord's eye, Carlish was, upon 
proclamation and reward offered by the King, taken in Scotland and 
sent to England for trial, and he and his noble employer were con- 
victed and executed. {Lord Sanchar* s case, 9 Rep. 120 ; 2 State 
Ti-ials, 743.) In * Mure v. Kaye^ 4 Taunt. 34, a forgery was com- 
mitted in England, and Mure, who turned out not to be the forger^ 
was arrested in Scotland by a private individual upon suspicion, and 
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broofl^t aa action for fidse impiisonm^it, to which it was pleaded 
that a penon unknown committed the forgerj in England, and that 
Mure was arrested upon suspicion, the grounds of which were not 
stated. Upon this latter omission — for not stating the grounds of 
suspicion — ^the defence faUed. It was, however, incidentally dis- 
euraed whether the plea ought not to have stated that the law of 
Scotland, which does not use the word " felony," like that of 
England, allowed of an arrest upon suspicion without warrant. 
Those judges who expressed an opinion upon the point, thought the 
law of Scotland must be taken to authorize such an arrest. That 
sort of question, however, could not arise between England and 
Ireland, the common law of which is identical. One more case may 
be referred to, of a detention in the kingdom without warrant for an 
ofifence committed thereout It is that of ex parte Knaus, 1 B. & C« 
268, when it appeared, upon the return to a habeas corpuSj that the 
prisoner was in the Downs on board of a man-of-war, the captain of 
which detained him upon the request of the lieutenant in command 
of a revenue cutter, who had reported that he took the prisoner on 
board a smuggler, after an engagement upon the high seas, in which 
one of the crew of the revenue cutter was killed, and that the deten* 
tion was with a view to take the prisoner before a magistrate. The 
Court of King's Bench held the custody to be lawful, and com- 
mitted the prisoner to the Marshalsea, in order that he might be 
taken at the first convenient opportunity before some competent 
authority and dealt with according to law, with a view to his trial. 
The assumption that an^est for felony committed out of that part of 
the kingdom where the arrest takes place depends upon statute, and 
that there can be no lawful arrest, unless by some one who holds a 
backed warranty is, therefore, erroneous. 

8. In cases of treason, moreover, the power of arrest without war- 
rant is free from any question of locality, because treason, whereso- 
ever committed, may be tried either when committed or (by statute 
35 Hen. VIII. c 2) in England. And every subject of the Crown is 
justified in arresting and detaining for trial, without warrant, a 
person against whom there is a probable charge of treason, where- 
soever conmiitted. That was the ground of the remand in the case 
of the Canadian prisoners, who, having been indicted in Canada, 
compounded with the Government for transportation without being 
bronght to trial, and were sent to Liverpool gaol in the course of 
being transported. They sued out a habeas corpus, and it was 
insisted npon their behalf that the proceedings were illegal ; that the 
warrant for their transportation was void, and that they were there- 
fore entitled to be discharged. The Court of Exchequer, however, 
held that, assuming the proceedings to be informal and even void, 
yet, as the prisoners, though not tried and convicted, were persons 
charged with treason upon probable suspicion, any subject who held 
them in custody would be guilty of a crime in aiding and assisting 
their escape if they were permitted to go at large without lawful 
authority, and that if the transportation could not lawfully take place 
it was to be presumed that the Grovernment, npon being so certified, 
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woald take proper measures for prosecuting them in England. No 
distinction can bo drawn in this respect between treason and treason- 
felony in any form which the latter offence has yet assumed. The 
Treason-Felony Act (11 & 12 Vict. c. 12), which includes treasonable 
plots, whether "within the United Kingdom or without," and though 
it had in view the removal of doubts as to the scope of the law of 
high treason, was passed m-.inly in order to relieve the Crown from 
the necessity of proceeding against the meaner sort of conspirators 
in the cumbersome style of State trials : in short, to waive the tech- 
nicalities of a trial for high treason upon waiving the capital character 
of the offence. Still, until trial, the charge — at least where armed 
force is to be resorted to — is treason, if the Crown chooses to treat it 
as such. If any case can be suggested of felony within the statute 
— ^by merely verbal sedition, for instance — not amounting to treason, 
the Fenian conspiracy to dethrone the Queen and make Ireland a 
republic by armed force is not such a case. 

9. Therefore, in the case which has lately attracted so much atten- 
tion, the Police-serjeant Brett, knowing that there was a warrant 
out, though not backed, against Kelly and Deasy for treason-felony, 
or even knowing simply that they were credibly charged with trea- 
son-felony as Fenian conspirators, was justified in detaining, and 
bound at his peril to detain them without warrant ; and if they 
had applied for their discharge by habeas corpus they would, upon 
that ground, without regard to the question whether the justice's 
warrant was good or bad, have been, not set free, but remanded, and 
at the instance of the Government either sent for trial in England 
for treason under the stat. 35 Hen. VIII. c. 2, as was Colepepper for 
treason in Carolina in the time of Charles II. (1 Ventris, 349), and 
Piatt for treason in Georgia, in 1777 (1 Leach, 1577) or tried in 
England under the Treason-Felony Act, or sent to Ireland to be 
tried for an offence against the same Act, the jurisdiction in the case 
of such a conspiracy instigated in both parts of the kingdom being 
common. 

10. In such a case and, indeed, in any case of detention upon pro- 
bable cause of suspicion though there be no warrant, and even though 
the prisoner be, in fact, innocent, he is not justified in resisting. A 
known officer of the law, acting bona fide in arresting a person reason- 
ably suspected of treason or felony, is only bound to satisfy himself 
of the probability of the charge, and dare not decide either way the 
question of guilt or innocence which are for the judge and jury. No 
more must the prisoner take the law into his hands and decide upon 
his own innocence by killing the officer. He must submit to the 
trial and judgment of the law, and if, in order to escape, he injures the 
officer, knowing him to be such, he is guilty of aggravated assault ; 
and, it he kills him, he is guiltv of murder ( Woolmer's case^ Moo. 
Cr. Cas. 334). 

11. It may be useful here to refer to a case in which the legality 
of an arrest of a foreigner abroad for a felony committed in England 
came in question upon an indictment for murder, though it serves 
only for illustration. In Sattler's case, Dear & B. t525, Christian 
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Sattler, a foreigner, committed felonj in England, and escaped to 
Hamburg, with which place there was no extradition treaty. Ele 
was pursued by a London officer, who, with the concurrence of the 
Hamburg police, arrested him there, and took him in custody on 
board a British steamer bound for England. While she was upon 
her voyage upon the high seas Sattler shot the officer, not merely to 
effect his escape, but out of malice and revenge. He was tried and 
convicted of murder, and, upon a case reserved, the judges affirmed 
the conviction, holding that there was jurisdiction to try the pri- 
soner, though he was on board by compulsion, and that, assuming 
the arrest to have been illegal, as to which no opinion -was given, 
the killing of the officer was murder. That case, of the arrest of a 
foreigner in a foreign country, though for a crime committed in 
England^ has no direct bearing upon the present inquiry, except so 
far as it shows that, even in a case of false imprisonment, killing the 
officer of malice prepense is murder. The better opinion, however, 
seems to be that in that case the question of locality was one between 
the two Governments only, and that the custody of Sattler was 
lawful. 

12. By thus presenting the law as to arrest without warrant in 
its broadest aspect it is not intended to suggest that the warrant 
actually in the hands of the officer Brett was in point of law insuffi- 
cient to justify him, supposing that a warrant were necessary. It 
was not a warrant of commitment after hearing the evidence ; it ' 
was a warrant of remand, which may be issued for reasonable cause 
in the discretion of the magistrate, such as is issued every day before 
the depositions are completed, and before the precise legal form of 
the charge is ascertained. The offence charged was one which 
might, and no doubt would, have turned out to be triable in either 
England or Ireland. If the proceeding were for trial in Ireland, it 
would be governed by the law already stated. If it were to termi- 
nate by a commitment for trial in England, the remand would be 
governed by Jer vis's Act (11 & 12 Vict c. 42 s. 21), which allows 
of remand for evidence or further evidence, and, therefore, under 
circumstances in which a precise description of the offence before 
commitment for trial could not help the prisoner, and, indeed, might 
mislead him, for he might be remanded for one form of felony and 
afterwards committed for another appearing upon the evidence when 
taken. This shows that the objection to the warrant that the re- 
mand was for ** felony" only, without saying what felony, is at best 
but a formal one ; and it is well settled that the ministerial officer of 
a court, as he has not the control of its proceedings, must not criti- 
cize its process, and is protected in the bona fide execution of that 
process, even though the proceedings be irregular, and may justify 
an arrest thereunder (Hale's Pleas of the Crown, 460). The ir- 
regularity is no fault of his, and where there is substantial cause of 
arrest, notwithstanding the irregularity, it is murder to kill the 
officer (Hale ubi supra). 

13. Upon a similar ground, where the question is whether the 
officer has acted in accordance with his duty, he is not bound to 
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prove the proceediogs which led to the warrant, but onl/ the 
warrant. This is a familiar law in civil cases, and it was applied 
to a criminal case, re Davis, 1 L. & C. 64. That was an indictment 
for an assault upon the officer in the execution of his duty. The 
principle involved, however, was the same as if the charge were 
murder. 

14. One test suggested of the validity of the arrest, supposing a 
warrant to be necessary, is to consider whether any court or judge 
would, upon hcAeas corpus, have discharged the prisoners. Upon 
this point the rule of law is, that a person in custody in this country 
upon a criminal charge, with a view to trial, is not, by reason of 
any irregularity in his arrest, entitled to discharge upon habeas 
corpus without trial. Such has always been the law as to felony, and 
it was so held as to a misdemeanor, ScotVs case, 9 B. & C. 446, 
where the Court of Queen's Bench refused to discharge out of 
custody before trial a person indicted for a misdemeanor only, who 
had been arrested abroad, and brought over to this country to 
answer the indictment. That decbion in the case of a mere misde- 
meanor, for which, in the absence of an extradition treaty, the 
arrest in a foreign country was all but unprecedented, illustrates in 
this respect the distinction between arrests in civil and criminal 
cases ; and it confirms previous decisions that in a case of felony 
there could be no discharge from custody before trial upon the 
ground of mere informality in the warrant 

15. These considerations plainly establish that in the case referred 
to, assuming the officer to have had no warrant, or an informal 
warrant, the prisoners themselves, who suffered the immediate pinch 
and pressure of the imprisonment, if they had killed him would have 
been guilty of murder ; much more their unhappy comrades who 
effected their liberation by an armed riot, in itself a distinct offence 
against the law. 

16. The object of these remarks, however, was not to recall 
bygones, but, with a view to the future administration of criminal 
justice, and the safety of both officers and accused persons, to point 
out that a person charged with treason-felony, wheresoever found 
within the kingdom, may be taken and detained for trial upon 
probable cause of suspicion, without warrant; and that, if he resists 
to the death a known officer of the law, he will be guilty of murder. 

THE BAB IK INDIA. 

The following communications from Dr. Maine and from Mr. Justice 
Markby, of Calcutta, on the abbreviation of the period of term for 
admission to the Bar, have been made to Lord Westbury and Sir 
Edward Ryan : — 

" 1, Theatre Road, Calcutta, 25th Sept., 1867. 
" My Lord,— Relying upon the interest which I know your Lord- 
ship ti^es in the administration of justice, as well as in the welfare 
of the Bar, and in legal education, I venture to address you on a 
subject which nearly concerns each of these matters. 
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^' It has hitherto been the practice (as you are probably aware) to 
admit as Advocates in the High Court at Calcutta only those gentle- 
men who have been already called to the Bar in England or Ireland, 
and an English or Irish call to the Bar, accompanied by satisfactory 
testimonials as to character, has always l^een considered a sufficient 
qualification. 

" Several gentlemen have, however, of late presented themselves 
upon an Enghsh call to the Bar, granted, not upon the usual tenn& 
required for barristers practising in England, but upon special terms, 
accompanied with a stipulation that the barrister obtaining the 
dispensation shall not practise in England. 

'^ In some cases two, in others four, and in one case, it is said, 
six terms of residence had been dispensed with under these cir- 
cumstances. 

" The judges of the High Court are naturally very unwilling to 
refuse to admit as advocates any gentleman who has been at the 
trouble and expense of obtaining an English call to the Bar, and who 
has come out to this country relying upon its sufficiency ; but at the 
same time they feel strongly the necessity of keeping up the cha- 
racter of their own Bar. Those Members of the Calcutta Bar also 
who have gone through the regular course, feel some, and I think 
not unreasonable, irritation that others should be admitted on easier 
conditions than themselves. 

" The gentlemen who principally avail themselves of this relaxa- 
tion, are members of the Indian Civil Service at home on furlough, 
and Indian natives of the country. The object of the former is 
generally to qualify themselves for appointments, and of the latter to 
practice. In some cases, also, Europeans who have been resident 
out here as attorneys, or in some other private capacity, go home and 
get called to the Bar under the same favourable terms ; some with a 
view to appointments, and others to practice. 

" Of course, witli those whose sole object is to obtain appoint- 
ments, and who do not attempt to practise, we have nothing to do, 
but as they frequently — ^indeed, I believe, generally — apply to be 
admitted as Advocates, we have to consider their qualifications as 
well. 

"Now, in accepting the twelve terms nominal residence at an 
Inn of Court as a qualification, most of the judges here felt they 
were adopting a low standard, and many consider that it is too low. 
Indeed, I believe the only consideration which has induced the Court 
here, hitherto, to accept members of the English Bar, without fur- 
ther inquiry as to their qualification, is this : That, until lately, the 
class of men who have presented themselves for admission has con- 
sisted almost entirely of those who have adopted the profession as a 
means of livelihood, and are dependent entirely on their own exer- 
tions ; self-reliant men, having neither fortune nor powerful interest. 
Such men are likely to be (as I believe those who come from the 
English Bar to practise in this country almost invariably are) indus-^ 
trious. With respect to these, therefore, a principle of natural 
selection operates, which enables us to dispense with any artificial one. 
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''Bat with respect to the classes I ha^e mentioned aboYC, and 
which, owing to the increased facilities of communication with Europe, 
are rapidly growing in number, it is different. 

'' These, whether natives, or European residents of this country, 
are not sifted by any such process. They frequently rely on their 
connections or influence to obtaiu appointments or business, and yet 
it is with respect to these very persons, that the standard of require- 
ment has been lowered by the Inns of Court. 

'' It is undoubtedly true that, in one sense, we have the remedy in 
our own hands. We have the power to reject the English call to 
the Bar as a qualification, and to establish tests of our own for ascer- 
taining the fitness of candidates for admission as Advocates ; but, for 
my own part, I feel one very strong objection to this course, which 
is this : — It appears to me, the only test we could establish would be 
an examination. Now, looking to the fact that almost every English 
barrister who comes out here to practise is poor, that he has to ex- 
pend a large sum, frequently to incur a heavy debt, in coming to 
India, that failure is little short of absolute ruin, — 1 fear no one 
would risk so much on passing an examination, the exact standard 
of which could not possibly be made known. Moreover, men come 
out here generally two or three years afler they have been called, 
when they have done with examinations, and the habits necessary 
for preparation for them — they would at least have to spend some 
months, after their arrival in this country, before they ventured to 
offer themselves to be examined. And altogether, though I do not 
think it likely that any test would be proposed here, which would be 
a serious barrier to an industrious man, I think it would deter the 
class of men who come out now, from the English Bar, from trying 
their fortunes in this countiy. 

*' This would, I think, be a very great misfortune. Up to the present 
time the Calcutta Bar has been supplied almost entirely from the 
English Bar : by men bred in the same social school as English 
lawyers, and who bring out with them the same high standai*d of 
honourable dealing that prevails at home. I do not hesitate to say, 
that were these to be turned away by the introduction of any such 
rule as J have mentioned, our Bar would sadly deteriorate. At 
present it would bear comparison for independent, honourable, and 
gentlemanlike conduct with any similar body of men in the world ; 
and this, I believe, is mainly owing to the traditional notions of honour 
and self-respect brought out from the English Bar, which here, as at 
home, so vastly contributes to enable the honest to hold the dishonest 
in check. Considering the very great temptations to dishonesty to 
which an Advocate is exposed in any country, and the extent to which 
those temptations are aggravated in India, I cannot doubt that, were 
the change which I speak of introduced, and its consequences should 
be such as I anticipate, though we still most certainly have many 
respectable men at the Bar, yet the power of these to check dis- 
honest practices would be infinitely less than that of a body like the 
majority of the present Bar, who have at ouce a standard to appeal 
to, and also a strong bond of union, giving rise to a feeling of full 
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reliance on the support of each other in carrying oat their prin- 
ciples. 

" For these reasons I should feel great regret if the Inns of Court, 
by lowering their already low standard, should drive us to institute 
an examination for Advocates here, and it is my unwillingness to 
adopt this inevitable alternative which has induced me to lay this 
subject before your Lordship ; and to ask you, if you concur in my 
views, to use your influence with the Inns of Court to induce them 
to discontinue the practice of calling barristers who intend to practise 
in India on terms different from those who Intend to practise in 
England. 

" It would be a far easier task and far more satisfactory to myself, to 
advocate these views if the qualification for an English call to the 
Bar were not, as regards legal attainments, merely nominal ; I do so, 
however, because I feel sure that legal attainment, important as it is, 
is of greatly less importance than honest dealing. Honesty in the 
Advocate, next to honesty in the Judge, is^ all over the world, but here 
most especially, the main security in the administration of justice. 
At the time I cannot help expressing how great a boon it would be 
to this country if, while the moral and social standard were not 
lowered, the intellectual standard of English legal education were 
raised to that of other European countries. This would not only 
solve the diflSculty which I have been discussing, but it would be one 
step towards solving one of vastly greater importance, namely — 
how to find Judges to administer the law in India. Sooner or later 
it must be forced upon the attention of those who manage the affairs of 
this country that the proper persons to fill the highest judicial offices 
are not men who have been trained to other duties, who have never 
studied law, and who have had no judicial experience. Many a Zillah 
Judge enters his civil court for the first time in his life to preside over 
it ; and though he tries men for their lives in his criminal court, it is 
frequently years since he has heard a criminal case, and then only of 
a petty character. This rough administration of justice might have 
done in former times, and may still do in some districts of India ; but 
it will not do in those districts, the area of which is rapidly increasing, 
where suits are conducted by expert advocates — where suitors know 
and are encouraged fearlessly to assert their rights, and where the 
relations of men to each other are daily becoming vastly more com- 
plicated and more difficult of investigation. 

" I again apologise for trespassing on your Lordship's time, and 
can only plead the importance of the interests at stake. — I remain, 
your Lordship's obedient servant, 
The Rt. Hon Lord Westbury. " (Signed) William Mabkbt." 

And this is the letter from Dr. Maine to Sir Edward Ryan : — 

** Oxford and Cambridge Club, Nov. 20, 1867. 

" My dear Sir Edward, — With reference to our conversation the 

other day, I should like to assure you again that I have been made 

most sincerely anxious by the attitude assumed by the Indian High 

Courts, in consequence of certain recent calls to the English Bar. It 
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is understood that certain gentlemen have recently been called, after 
a shorter period of probation than usual, on the understanding that 
they will practise exclusively in India, there being, however, nothing 
to show that they are better qualified for Indian practice than other 
members of their profession. The High Courts — ^for themselves and 
for the Bar practising before them — conceive that they have a right 
to deprecate, and even to resent, these calls ; and, without pretending 
to be absolutely certain, I believe the grounds of their dissatisfaction 
to be the following : — 

^< I. They think that the Indian branch of the profession is thus 
stamped with a mark of inferiority. You are yourself aware how 
high is the status of barristers in India, and that their pretensions go 
even beyond their conceded claims. But their claims turn entirely 
on their being members of the Bar, in precisely the same sense in 
which — ^and to precisely the same extent to which — ^this membership 
belongs to every gentleman practising in Lincoln's-Inn or West- 
minster-Hall. 

" 2. They say that the very ground on which they admit barristers 
— as, of course, to the privileges of Advocates before the High Courts 
-^is rendered, to a considerable extent, untenable. The ground of 
this unconditional admission is not the peculiar fitness of the English 
barrister as such for Indian practice (for, indeed, owing to the wide 
departure of Indian law and procedure from English models, he has 
almost to go to school again), but the moral elevation he derives from 
his connexion with a great profession regulating its system of advo- 
cacy by definite rules and honourable traditions. This elevation — 
which is of incalculable value in such a country as India — they 
allege to be lost in proportion to the diminution of the time during 
which the student remains in England under the special influences of 
the Inns of Court. 

^^ 3. They assert that considerable practical injustice is occasionally 
caused by these premature calls. It has happened that a member of 
the Bar thus prematurely called, has come out to India at the same 
time with, or a little before, barristers who had completed the full 
period of probation, but who had not thought fit to apply for any 
allowance of time, or perhaps had only made up their minds to go to 
India at the moment of being called. The man called in the shorter 
period thus became senior at the Indian Bar ; and I need scarcely 
remind you that at those Bars seniority is a serious matter, seeing 
that nobody has pre-audience, otherwise than by seniority, except the 
Advocate- General of the Queen. 

** I am not, as you know, in any way connected with the High 
Courts, and I do not feel myself called upon to maintain the absolute 
impregnability of their reasoning, but I. wish to urge on you the fact 
that they are discontented, and that they have the power of acting on 
their opinion. The admission, without conditions, of members of the 
English, Irish, and Scotch Bars to the status of Advocate, is only a 
matter of grace ; the High Courts are entitled under their charters to 
impose what conditions they please. I am seriously afraid that, 
unless satisfied, they will exercise their powers, and will place on the 
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roll of AdTOcates only such persons as can pass some oxaminatioit 
test, producing, perhaps, a certificate o£ good character^ 

'' Now, the effect of this measure would not be to facilitate to any 
appreciable extent the admission of natives of India to the position 
of practitioners before the courts ; if it had that effect there would 
be strong, though not, in mj judgment, preponderant reasons, for 
adopting it. With rare exceptions, however, a native of India will 
always prefer being admitted, not as an Advocate^ but as a vakeel or 
pleader, in which case he is permitted to practise in the District 
Courts and on the appellate side of the High Court. The very free- 
dom from restraining rules which he thus enjoys makes it easier for 
him to enrich himself. The true result of the new system of Hie 
High Courts would be to bring in, wholesale, practitioners of 
English extraction from the various colonial, and especiaHy from the 
Australian, Bars. I have myself received not a few letters from 
persons in this position, bitterly complaining of the alleged monopoly 
of the courts by practitioners coming direct from the mother country, 
and claiming to be admitted, at all events, after showing their fitness 
by examination. 

^'Now, I do not think I use too strong language, and I certainly do 
not use language stronger than my opinion, when I say that such 
admission of colonial practitioners would be an unmixed calamity for 
India. We have already had some illustration of the fruits of aUow- 
ing Englishmen to practise who do not hold themselves subject to 
tlie strict rules of our profession; and I can only say that the 
combination of the chicane which a native permits himself with the 
energy and high-handedness of the European, produced results which 
appeared to me to be frightful. Happily, the admission of the class 
to which I refer, who got in by qualifying as vakeels, has been 
stopped by the High Courts. 

'^ The natives of India have a genius for advocacy largely developed 
in them ; but nothing is a greater snare to them than the apparent 
liberty enjoyed by the Advocate. Nothing is so effectual a check on 
the abuse of these immunities as the example of English barristers 
voluntarily submitting themselves to very strict rules of professional 
conduct. Not only have native practitioners a strong tendency to 
imitate and adopt the habits of a class conventionally higher than 
themselves, but they soon see that the self-restraint of the barrister 
is remunerative. The true reason why a native litigant prefers a 
barrister to conduct his case is, not that he thinks him a better advo- 
cate than a native vakeel, but that he is sure that no foul play will 
be practised. 

'' Perhaps the very last thing which a native learns to imitate is the 
candour displayed by the English barrister in arguing his cases ; but 
even that he finds in time to pay better than attempts to keep back 
facts from the court. 

'< If the High Courts substitute an examination test for the proient 
unconditional mode of admission, it may be safely asserted ibat no 
barristers, or next to none, will attach themselves to the Indian 
Bars. It is not easy to get young Englishmen, of twenty-three or 
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twenty-four, to submit to examination in London; it will be all but 
impossible in the tropics. The result will be the loss of important 
advantages by the English Bar. The number of barristers now 
practising in India is not extraordinarily large, but it is sure to in- 
crease materially. A High Court and a Chief Court have now been 
established in the interior of India, where the climate is better than 
in the Presidency towns, and before long barristers will find their 
way even into the district courts. More than this, I can see that, 
in the more settled provinces of India, we are drifting fast on the 
separation of the judicial fVom the administrative branches of the 
public service, and on the relaxation, so far as regards the former, 
of the monopoly now enjoyed, in most courts, by the covenanted 
civilians. The courts which will supersede the not very satisfactory 
tribunals which now administer justice, will pretty certainly be mixed 
courts of barristers and civilians, provided (but provided only that 
the barrister-advocate preserves his present prestige in India). 

** While, however, I should deeply lament the adoption by the 
High Courts of the measure which they threaten, I am by no means 
blind to some considerations which make in favour of the system 
of calling persons intending to practise in India to the Bar on shorter 
probation. There are no students worthier or more interesting 
than the comparatively few natives of India who come to England 
for the purpose of becoming members of an Inn of Court. The fact 
of their doing so is a remarkable proof of personal energy and su- 
periority to prejudice ; and, as I before stated, they are likely rather 
to lose than to gain through the step in point of the emoluments of 
practice. Now, no doubt, the full time required for admission 
to the Bar is somewhat longer for gentlemen removed so far from 
their native country. 

" I myself believed that the High Courts would be satisfied, while 
the interests of the persons just referred to would be consulted, if the 
Inns of Court, giving up the system of calling to the Bar on more 
lenient terms, when nothing is alleged except that the student means 
to practise in India, would make a certain allowance of time to stu- 
dents who show, by satisfying some definite test, that they are qualified 
for Indian practice. The position assumed by the High Courts is 
that, as the moral results of connexion with the English Bar are 
being more and more denied to them, they will at all events secure 
the advantage of definite proof that the gentlemen practising before 
them have mastered the elements of the Indian system of law. But 
the Indian judges would be more unreasonable than I take them to 
be if they were not satisfied when they obtained this proof from the 
Inns of Courts together, to some extent, with the moral influences on 
which they set so much store. 

^^ My further connexion with the educational system of the Inns of 
Court is my only excuse for saying more than this, but I myself 
should certainly rejoice if the Inns of Court thought fit to go further 
than the mere establishment of an examination. Indeed, I cannot 
say that I have any very great belief in examinations which do not 
test the progress or completion of a pre-arranged course of study. 

z 2 
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Just before I left England, five years ago, it was understood that the 
Inns thought of establishing a department of Hindoo and Mahomedan 
law. But nothing seems to have come of it, and, indeed, I can se^ 
that there would be great difficulty in making such a department fit 
in exactly with the present system of legal education. Moreover, 
the present law of Hindoos and Mahomedans no longer constitutes 
the part of Indian law which is most interesting to Englishnoien at 
large. You, yourself, as an Indian Law Commissioner, can easily 
divine what are the portions and peculiarities of the Indian legid 
system which one would wish Jto see brought to the notice of the 
student, and, indeed, made part of his knowledge. The Government 
of India has made considerable progress in giving legislative sanction 
to codes which contain nothing more than English law very greatly 
simplified. As regards civil law alone, law and equity are already 
fused in our courts, and already the law of realty is almost entirely 
assimilated to the law of personalty. The experiment would hereby 
possess importance from a mere speculative point of view, but in fact 
it is one of the most practical character, since the simplified law at the 
present moment guides the decision of courts in which the interests 
which are the subject of litigation are at least as large as those liti- 
gated in English tribunals, even including the Court of Chancery. 

^' Simplified English law, actually applied in a country which is the 
most litigious in the world, and which, of all countries, is most 
rapidly advancing in wealth, is surely worthy of the observation 
of English lawyers. 

^< I shall be again in Calcutta about the beginning of February. If 
you can give me any assurance that the subject of these calls to the 
Bar is likely to be seriously considered by the Inns of Court, I dare 
say I can get the Calcutta judges to postpone any step they may 
meditate. 

" I am, my dear Sir Edward, veiy sincerely yours, 

'' (Signed) H. S. Maine. 

" The Bight Hon. Sir E. Eyan." 

PBBTENTION OF OBIMB. 

At the Meeting of Magistrates for the county of Middlesex, in 
November last, Mr. Serjeant Payne laid before them the following 
resolutions on Penal Servitude and the Prevention of Crime : — 

'< 1. That the great object of all classes of society should be the 
prevention of crime, and the consequent avoidance, as fai' as possiblci 
of the necessity of punishment. 

'< 2. That in the earlier periods of this kingdom, those who had 
committed ofiences were allowed to abjure and leave the realm, and 
were not to return without permission. 

<* 3. That the difficulty which now exists in providing a penal 
settlement to which to transport criminals, renders it desirable that 
in cases not requiring capital or severe punishment, certain ofienders, 
after repeated convictions, should be expelled the kingdom for such 
period as might be considered proper, without their being transported 
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to a penal settlement—by which means great expense would be saved 
to the country in their maintenance either in the colonies or county 
prisons ; and such a proceeding would be justifiable, inasmuch as 
foreign nations transport their criminals to England and other 
countries. 

** 4. That in order to check and prevent the commission of crime, 
-which from recent investigations appears to exist to an extent 
hitherto unheard of, the magistrates of the several petty sessional 
divisions should meet once a week, or oftener if occasion requires it, 
and that such meetings should be open to any person desirous of 
communicating information of any offence committed or about to be 
committed ; such information to be received confidentially by the 
magistrates, and by them communicated at their discretion to the 
police authorities, and to be authenticated by the oath of the informant, 
not for publicity, but as a guarantee of good faith. 

" 5. That by this means it is [to be hoped many cruel offences 
against the person which are now frequently and continuously com- 
mitted by men against their wives and families, and by workmen 
against their masters and fellow workmen, might be prevented or 
detected ; it being probable that many persons would be willing to 
communicate to the magistrates information which might even be the 
means of saving life when they would not be willing to go to a police 
station to be regarded as public accusers. 

'< 6. That the laws against drunkenness should be more stringently 
enforced as a further mode of preventing crime, and every person in 
such a state of intoxication as might &irly lead to an apprehension 
that mischief would be the result, should be detained in custody by 
the police until such person became sober and was fit to be discharged 
with safety. 

THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF IRELAND. 

This Society has resolved on presenting the following Address to 
the Queen : — 

" To the Queen^s Most Excellent Majesty : — 

'' The dutiful and loyal address of the attorneys and solicitors 
of Ireland. 

'< Most Gracious Sovereign ! 

** We, the attorneys and solicitors of Ireland, humbly approach 
Your Majesty, to tender to Your Majesty the warmest expression of 
our loyalty and attachment to Your Majesty's Throne and Person. 

" In the exercise and performance of our professional duties and 
avocations we have had every opportunity of observing the moral 
and material condition of our country, and for some years past we 
had the satisfaction of knowing that, as compared with former years, 
there was an almost entire absence of agrarian and other kindred 
crimes, which had injuriously affected a growing prosperity, the 
natural result of industry and peace. 

" We deeply regret to say that the growth of this prosperity has 
been of late years interrupted by the existence of an organized con- 
spiracy called Fenianism. 
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*' We are, however, happy to be able to state that thisjwild and 
insane conspiracy is not universal in this country ; that there are 
jnany districts in which we believe it does not exist, and that it has 
no support or sympathy from the educated or the industrious of oar 
fellow-countrymen. At the same time we believe there is no partr 
of the country that is not at least indirectly suffering from Its 
blighting influence. 

*' We therefore humbly beg to convey to Your Majesty the expres- 
sion of our entire and earnest condemnation of the Fenian conspi- 
racy, and to assure Your Majesty of our determination to support 
Your Majesty's Government by every means in our power as may be 
deemed most expedient for utterly exterminating the senseless, 
cruel, and baneful conspiracy. 

'< We humbly but fervently pray that Your Majesty may enjoy 
a long and prosperous reign, and have the happiness of seeing 
all Your Majesty's subjects in this country loyal, peaceable, and 
prosperous." 

8IB MATTHEW B. SAUSSE. 

Sir Matthew Richard Sausse, late Chief Justice of Bombay, died of 
gastric fever, on the 5th of November, at Killarney House, the seat 
of Lord GasUerosse. The deceased judge, who was born at Carrick- 
on-Suir in 1809, was a brother of Sir Richard de la Saussaye, a 
general in the Spanish service, and now governor of Carthagena. 
He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and was called to the 
bar in Ireland, in Trinity Term, 1829 ; he was nominated a Queen's 
Counsel there in 1849, and was formerly Crown Prosecutor on the 
Leinster circuit From 1837 to 1840 he reported, in conjunction 
with Mr. V. Scully, in the Rolls Court, Ireland. For some years 
he acted as chairman of Quarter Sessions for the county of Wexford, 
and was appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of Bombay in 
1856, on which occasion he was knighted. In 1852 he was promoted 
to be Chief Justice, on the retirement of Sir William Yardley, and 
resigned that office last year, after having earned his retiring pension 
by serving the prescribed period of ten years in India. 



BAR EXAMINATIONS, 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 



At the General Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln's-inn Hall, the Council of Legal Education 
awarded to : — Robert Bannatyne Finlay, Esq., Student of the 
Middle Temple, a studentship of fifty guineas per annum, to 
continue for a period of three years. Louis Adonijah Mendes, 
Esq., Student of the Middle Temple, an exhibition of twenty- 
five guineas per annum, to continue for a period of three years, 
William A. Hunter, Esq., Student of the Middle Temple, certifl- 
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cate of hoaoar of the first class. Edward James Castle, Esq., Student 
of the luoer Temple; John William Cooper, Esq., Student of 
Lincoln's Inn ; Gasper Gregory, Esq., Student of the Inner Temple ; 
Alfred Fraser Lingham, Esq., Student of Linooln*8 Inn ; Jonathan 
Holmes Faulter, Esq., Student of the Middle Temple; Henry 
Edgar Prest, Esq., Student of the Inner Temple, ArUiur Thomas 
Fjne, Esq.j Student of the Inner Temple ; John Rose, Esq., Student 
of Gray's Inn ; James Samuelson, Esq^ Student of the Middle 
Temple; Edward Wilkinson, Esq., Student of Lincoln's Inn; 
and Edward Daniel Joseph Wilson, Esq., Student of the Middle 
Temple, certificates that they haye satisfactorily passed a Public 
Examination, 



CALLS TO THE BAR. 
Michcielmas Term, 1867. 

Inker TEHPLE.--^Cecil Allen Coward, Esq. (holder of an exhibi- 
tion awarded to him in Trinity Term, 1867) ; Edward Holland 
Bennett, Esq. (certificate of honour, first class, awarded in Trinity 
Term, 1867) ; Horatio Hale Shephard, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Charles 
Edward Harris, Esq., Oxford ; John Henry Scale, Esq. ; Christopher 
Wilson Braithwaite, Esq. ; Walter Deyereux Whitty, Esq. ; Henry 
Peto, Esq., B.A. Cambridge, and B.A. London ; Jonathan Cremer 
Gilbanks, Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; Marcus Bourne Huish, Esq., 
LL.B. Cambridge ; Charles Hamilton Bromby, Oxford ; Harry 
Chevallier Purkis, Esq. ; Henry Charles Litchfield, Esq., LL.B. 
Cambridge ; Henry Hicks Hocking, Esq., B.C.L. Oxford ; Frank 
Richman Ayers, Esq.; Edward Hugo Rice Wiggin, Esq., B.A. 
Oxford ; Charles Stuart Parker Darroch, Esq., B A. Cambridge ; 
and Charles Gilbert Heathcote, Esq., M.A. Cambridge. 

Middle Temple. — ^Robert Bannatyne Finlay, Esq., M.D., Uni- 
versity of Edinburgh, holder of the studentship, Michaelmas Term, 
1867, exhibitioner in advanced equity, 1867, and in elementary 
equity and common law, 1866, awarded by the Council of Legal 
Education ; Lewis Adonijah Mendes, Esq., B.A., LL.B. Loudon, 
holder of the exhibition awarded by the Council of Legal Education, 
Michaelmas Term, 1867 ; William Alexander Hunter, Esq., M.A., 
University of Aberdeen, holder of Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas 
Term, 1867, exhibitioner in advanced Constitutional Law and Legal 
History, 1867, and in advanced Jurisprudence, Civil and Inter- 
national Law, 1866, awarded by the Council of Legal Education ; 
Bernard James Cuddon, Esq., Richard Henn Collins, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge; Douglas Kingsford, Esq., Cambridge, exhibitioner in 
Constitutional Law and History, 1867 ; Charles Clement Webster, 
Esq., Oxford ; Alexander Gerard, Esq. ; Risdon Darracott Bennett, 
Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; Arthur William Grant, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; 
Thomas Henry Leach, Esq. ; Reginald Black Roach, Esq., Oxford ; 
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Philip Newman, Esq., M.A. Oxford ; Frederick Gladstone Bag- 
shawe, Esq. ; Jonathan Holmes Poulter, Esq., B.A. Dublin ; Edward 
Daniel Joseph Wilson, Esq., M.A., LL.B. ; Joseph Robinson, Esq. ; 
Henry Gustavo Pilot, Esq. ; William Cockbum Sharland, Esq., 
Oxford ; and George Frederic Blake, Esq. 

Lincoln's-Inn.— John Wesley Hales, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; 
Albert Harford Pearson, Esq., B.C.L. and M .A. Oxford ; James 
Cholmeley Russell, Esq,,*B.A. Oxford ; Robert Pitcairn, Esq., late 
of Oxford ; Henry Gaselee, Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; Samuel Bett- 
jamin Large Druce, Esq., M.A. Oxford ; Reginald Hughes, Esq., 
B.A. Oxford ; Francis Alfred Hanbury, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; 
John Ansell Gay, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Henry Stubbins, Esq. ; 
Thomas Whitcombe Greene, Esq., B.C.L. Oxford; Robert Camp- 
bell, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; and Edward Grey, Esq. 

Gkat's-Inn. — James Ward, Esq.; Henry Griffiths Seymour 
Cooper, Esq. ; William Morris, Esq. ; and Alfred Greatbach Govre, 
Esq. 

Hilary Term, 1868. 

Middle Temple.- — Lindsey Middleton Aspland, Esq., M. A., LL.D. 
of the University of London, Fellow of University College, holder of 
a Certificate of Honour awarded by the Council of Legal Education, 
Michaelmas Term, 1865 ; Henry David Greene, Esq., B.A., LL.B. 
Cambridge ; the Hon. Walter John Bethell, B.A. Oxford ; Hubert 
Thomas Knox, Esq. ; Robert Casswell, Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; 
William Millwood, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Robert Frank Stone, Esq. ; 
Nicholas Flood Davin, Esq. ; and John Timbrell Pierce, Esq. 

Lincoln's-Inn. — The Hon. Charles Arthur Ellis, Oxford ; Marcus 
Trevelyan Martin, Esq., LL.B. Cambridge ; William Cole Pendarves, 
Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Edward Denison, Esq., M.A. Oxford ; Edward 
Wilkinson, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; William Hilary Baliol De Molines, 
B.A. Oxford; Archibald John Mackey, Esq., B.A. Cambridge; 
James Marshall, Esq., M.A. Oxford ; John Dixon, Esq., Sheffield ; 
and Job Bradford, jun., Esq., LL.B. London. 

Grat's-Inn.— Croft Worgan Dew, Esq., M.A. Cambridge. 

Inner Temple. — Henry Kirk, Esq., M.A., B.C.L. Oxford ; 
Arthur Thomas Pyne, Esq., M.A. Oxford ; Richard Entwisle, Esq., 
B.A. Oxford; John Page Sowerby, Esq., LL.B. Cambridge; J. 
Fletcher Yearsley, Esq., B.A. Oxford; Paul F. Forster, Esq., B.A. 
Cambridge; E. C. Felix Poulin, Esq., B.A., Licentiate in Law, Paris 5 
Archer A. Clive, Esq., M.A. Oxford; W. Berkeley Monk, Esq., 
B.A. Oxford: J. William Walker, Esq., LL.B. Cambridge; R. 
Henry Meyricke, Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; Edward Vickers, Esq., B.A, 
Cambridge ; Oswald J. Steele, Esq., B.A. Oxford ; Beauchamp P. 
Selby, Esq., B.A. . Cambridge ; Henry E. Prest, Esq. ; Gasper 
Gregory, Esq. ; Herbert H. Swift, Esq., M.A. Cambridge ; William 
Mills, Esq., B.A. Cambridge; Edwin H. Johnson, Esq.: and 
Walter Vere Vaughan Williams, Esq., Oxford. 
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EXAMINATION AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 

Michaelmas Term^ 1867. 

At the final examination of candidates for admisaiou on the roll of 
attomejs and solicitors of the Superior Courts, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of twenty-six, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction : Maurice Sinclair Mosely, 
Ralph Straughan, Francis Henry Kendall, John James Jones, John 
Stuart Corbett, James Ellison Tucker, George Lewis, Charles Henry 
Glascodine. 

The Council of the Society have accordingly awarded the following 
prizes of books :— To Mr. Mosely, the prize of the Honourable So* 
ciety of Clifford's Inn ; to Mr. Straughan, the prize of the Honour- 
able Society of Clement'-Inn ; to Mr. Kendall, Mr. Jones, Mr. Cor- 
bett, Mr. Tucker, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. Glascodine, prizes of the In- 
corporated Law Society. 

The examiners also certified that the following candidates, under 
the age of tweniy-six, passed examinations which entitle them to 
commendation : Benjamin Dulley, Charles Edward Freeman, James 
Heygate, Thomas Crump Lindon, B.A., Henry Edwin May. The 
Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of merit. 

The examiners also reported to the Council that there was no 
candidate from Liverpool in the year 1867 who was, in their opinion, 
entitled to honorary distinction. The Council have therefore with- 
held the gold medals founded by Mr. Timpron Martin and Mr. John 
Atkinson. The examiners also reported that there was no candidate 
from Birmingham in the same year who was, in their opinion, en- 
titled to honorary distinction. The Council have accordingly com- 
municated this report to the Liverpool and Birmingham Law So- 
cieties. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 93 $ of these 
76 passed and 17 were postponed. 



APPOINTMENTS. 



Mr. Stephen Temple, Q.C., has been appointed Attorney-General 
for the County Palatine of Lancaster, in succession to the late Mr. 
Edward James, Q.C., M.P. 

Mr. Thomas E. P. Lefi'oy, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed 
Judge of County Courts, Circuit No. 55, in the place of Mr. Edward 
Everett) who has resigned. 

Mr. Pickermg, Q.C., has been appointed Assessor of the Liverpool 
Court of Passage in the room of the late Mr. Edward James, Q.C. 

Mr. J. W. Patteson has been appointed Police Magistrate at Green- 
wich in the place of Mr. Trail, resigned. 

Mr. Hugh Dunn, Solicitor, has been appointed Town Clerk of 
the newly-incorporated borough of Darlington. 
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October. 



13th. Tenkakt, William, Esq., Solicitor, aged 44. 
22nd. Evans, J. Cook, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 60. 
24tli. Chabd, William, Esq., Solicitor, aged 75. 
26th. Devbbeux, Williami Esq., Solicitor, aged 66. 
26th. Banister, E. C, Esq., Solicitor. 
29(li. Saundbbs, W. a. F., Esq., Barrister-at^Law. 

November. 

3rd. Bbewis, George, Esq., Solicitor, aged 53. 

9th. Thbesheb, F. R., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 68. 
10th. Heelis, Thomas, Esq., Solicitor, aged 33. 
11 tL BinooB, Edward, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 32. 
11th. Chables, Ebenezer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 3! 
13th. Lloyd, Herbert, Esq., Solicitor, aged 61. 
22nd. Evans, J. Cook, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 60. 
23rd. Phelfs, W. B., Esq., Chief Justice of St Helena. 
27th. Hall, Joseph, Esq., Solicitor, aged 61, 
28th. Slack, E. Francis, Esq., Solicitor, aged 48. 

December, 

1st. Bound, C. Gray, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 72. 

3rd. BODENHAH, Charles, Esq., Solicitor, aged 63. 

6th. Clabke, John, Esq., Solicitor, aged 54. 

7th. Adcock, Stephen, Esq., Solicitor, aged 64. 
10th. Bbidges, Charles, Esq., Solicitor. 
13th. Mddge, Zachary, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 54. 
13th. MoiJBiLTAN, J. N., Esq., Solicitor, aged 56. 
14th. White, G. Towry^ Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 58. 
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1 4th. Boss, William H., Esq., late one of the Judges of the Madras 

Small Caases Coart 
14th. BoBiNSONy Samuel, Esq., Solicitor, aged 6?. 
16th. BARRETT) Charles W., Esq., D.C.L., Barrister-at'Law, 

aged 58. 
17th. Kbnkedt, C. Bann, Esq., Barrister-at^Law, aged 60* 
18th. Morgan, J. F., Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 47* 
18th. Pedlet, Joseph, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 36. 
18th. Sharpe, H. E., Esq., late Chief Justice of the IsUmd of 

St. Vincent, aged 73. 
25th. Hughes, B. Lewis, Esq., Solicitor, aged 29. 
26th. Farrart, Bobert, Esq., Solicitor, aged 34. 
29th. Bloxohb, Edward, Esq., Solicitor, aged 67. 
31st. Olaisher, Henry, Esq«, Solicitor, aged 39. 
3 1st. Simpson, Samuel, Esq., Barrister-at-Law* 
dlst Goodrich, B. E., Esq., Chief Clerk in the Qaeen^s Bench 

Judgment Office, aged 54. 

1868, January. 

3rd. Bm>0, Eric, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

4th. KiRKXAK, J. Charles, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 83. 

6th. Bird, James, Esq., Solicitor, Coroner for Western District of 
Middlesex, aged 61. 

6ih. Birch, James, Esq., Solicitor, aged 96. 

7ih. Edgworth, Thomas, Esq., Solicitor, aged 63. 
10th. Btainton, W. Nathaniel, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 53^ 
11th. Chabot, p. J., Esq., Barrister-at-^Law, aged 65. 
17th. FmcH, Hon. Daniel, Barrister-at-Law, aged 79. 
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